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Agricultural Marketing Service 

RULES 

Lemons grown in Ariz. and Calif. 

Milk marketing orders: 
Louisville-Lexington-Evansville and Nashville, 
Tenn. 

PROPOSED RULES 

Avocados grown in Fla. 


Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 

Service 

RULES 

Marketing quotas and acreage allotments: 
Tobacco (flue-cured); interim 

NOTICES 

Marketing quotas and acreage allotments: 
Tobacco (fired-cured, etc.) 


Agriculture Department 

See Agricultural Marketing Service; Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service; Commodity 
Credit Corporation; Food and Nutrition Service; 
Forest Service; Rural Electrification Administration; 
Soil Conservation Service. 


Army Department 

NOTICES 

Discharge Review and Correction Boards; 
composite index 

Discharge Review Board Standard Operating 
Procedures; rescission 


Civil Aeronautics Board 
NOTICES 
Hearings, ete.: 

Western Air Lines, Inc., et al. 
Mail rates: 

Intra-Alaska service 


Commerce Department 

See Foreign-Trade Zones Board; International 
Trade Administration; National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. 


Commodity Credit Corporation 

PROPOSED RULES 

Loan and purchase programs: 
Dairy products: deductions on milk marketings of 
producers 


Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
NOTICES 
Contract market proposals: 
Chicago Board of Trade; silver in 5,000 troy 
ounce units 
New York Futures Exchange; exchange 
speculative position limits 


Defense Department 
See Army Department. 


Education Department 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 
Adult Education National Advisory Council 


Employment Standards Administration 

NOTICES 

Minimum wages for Federal and federally-assisted 
construction; general wage determination decisions, 
modifications, and supersedeas decisions (Conn., 
Idaho, Iowa, Ill., La., Mass., Mo., N.Y., Tex., Wash., 
and Wis.) 


Energy Department 
See also Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
NOTICES 
Energy emergency preparedness programs; reports 
availability 
International atomic energy agreements; civil uses; 
subsequent arrangements: 
European Atomic Energy Community 
European Atomic Energy Community and Austria 
Norway and Sweden 
Sweden 


Environmental Protection Agency 
RULES 
Air quality implementation plans; approval and 
promulgation; various States, etc.: 
New Hampshire 
Washington 
PROPOSED RULES 
Air quality implementation plans; approval and 
promulgation; various States, etc.: 
Illinois 
Michigan 
Water pollution control; State underground 
injection control program, primacy applications: 
New Jersey 
NOTICES 
Air quality; prevention of significant deterioration 
(PSD): 
Permit extensions 
Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Agency statements; weekly receipts 
Meetings: 
Lead; air quality criteria workshops 
Science Advisory Board 
Toxic and hazardous substances control: 
Premanufacture notification requirements; test 
marketing exemption applications 


Federal Communications Commission 

NOTICES 

Rulemaking proceedings filed, granted, denied, etc; 
petitions by various companies 


Federal Election Commission 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 
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Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 56499 


NOTICES 
Hearings, etc.: 
Utah Power & Light Co. 


Federal Home Loan Bank Board 

NOTICES 

Conservator appointments: 
Community Federal Savings & Loan Association, 
Hialeah, Fla. 


Federal Maritime Commission 
NOTICES 
Complaints filed: 
Clark International Marketing S.A. 
General Electric Co. 


Federal Reserve System 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents) 


Food and Drug Administration 

RULES 

Color additives: 
FD&C Green No. 3; use except in area of eye; 
permanent listing; correction 

Human drugs: 
Antibiotic drugs; gentamicin sulfate injection 

PROPOSED RULES 

GRAS or prior-sanctioned ingredients: 
Manganese salts 

NOTICES 

Biological products, human drugs, and medical 

devices: 
Clinical research with investigational new drugs 
and devices; memorandum of understanding with 
Veterans Administration 

Food additives, petitions filed or withdrawn: 
Calgon Corp. 
Ciba-Geigy Corp. 

Medical devices; premarket approval: 
Bausch & Lomb Optics Center; SOFLENS 
(polymacon) Bifocal Contact Lens P.A. 1 Lens 
Series 

Meetings: 
Advisory committees, panels, etc. 
Consumer information exchange 


Food and Nutrition Service 

RULES 

Food stamp program: 
House-to-house trade routes authorization and 
tougher penalties for violations; interim 


Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
NOTICES 
Applications, etc.: 

California 


Forest Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Salmon National Forest, Idaho; land and 
resource management plan 


General Services Administration 
RULES 
Property management: 


56565 


Utilization and disposal of real property; 
reimbursement for excess property transfers 
NOTICES 
Organization and functions: 
Transportation Office et al.; change in office 
names and addresses 


Health and Human Services Department 

See also Food and Drug Administration; Health 
Resources and Services Administration. 
NOTICES 

Agency forms submitted to OMB for review 


Health Resources and Services Administration 
NOTICES 
Grants; availability, etc.: 
Community health center grants; consultation 
with State and local officials 


Hearings and Appeals Office, interior Department 
PROPOSED RULES 
Hearings and appeals procedures; withdrawn 


Housing and Urban Development Department 

RULES 

Low income housing: 
Elderly or handicapped housing; eligibility of 
acquired existing housing for non-elderly 
handicapped; “development cost” definition; 
interim; correction 


immigration and Naturalization Service 

RULES 

Nonimmigrant classes; employment authorization 
for dependents of foreign government officials; 
special reciprocal agreements 


interior Department 

See Hearings and Appeals Office, Interior 
Department; Land Management Bureau; Minerals 
Management Service; National Park Service; 
Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
Office. 


Internal Revenue Service 
RULES 
Income taxes: 
Foreign bribes and international boycotts 


international Trade Administration 

NOTICES 

Countervailing duties: 
Orange juice, frozen concentrated, from Brazil 
Railcars from Canada 
Stainless steel products from United Kingdom 
Stainless steel sheet and strip products from 
West Germany 
Wool from Argentina 

Scientific articles; duty free entry: 
University of Arizona et al. 
University of California; correction 


interstate Commerce Commission 

NOTICES 

Motor carriers: 
Agricultural cooperative transportation; filing 
notices 
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Compensated intercorporate hauling operations; 
intent to engage in 
Finance applications (2 documents) 


Permanent authority applications (3 documents) 


Permanent authority applications; operating 
rights republication 
Rail carriers; contract tariff exemptions: 
Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Co. et al. 
Railroad services abandonment: 
Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Co. 


Justice Department 
See Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


Labor Department 

See also Employment Standards Administration: 
Mine Safety and Health Administration; Pension 
and Welfare Benefit Programs Office. 

NOTICES 

Agency forms submitted to OMB for review 


Land Management Bureau 
NOTICES 
Classification of public lands: 
Montana 
Nevada (3 documents) 


Management and Budget Office 
NOTICES 
Budget rescissions and deferrals 


Mine Safety and Health Administration 
NOTICES 
Petitions for mandatory safety standard 
modifications: 

Consolidation Coal Co. et al. 


Minerals Management Service 

NOTICES 

Outer Continental Shelf; oil, gas, and sulphur 

operations; development and production plans: 
ODECO Oil & Gas Co. 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 
PROPOSED RULES 
Marine sanctuaries: 

Key Largo National Marine Sanctuary, Fla. 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

Caribbean Fishery Management Council 


National Park Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation 
Area Advisory Commission 


Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
PROPOSED RULES 
License fee schedules; revision; correction 


NOTICES 
Applications, etc.: 

Battelle Columbus Laboratories 

Edlow International et al. 

Northern States Power Co. 

Toledo Edison Co. et al. 

Virginia Electric & Power Co. 

Virginia Electric & Power Co.; correction 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 


Pension and Welfare Benefit Programs Office 
NOTICES 
Employee benefit plans; prohibited transaction 
exemptions: 

Ely, Guess & Rudd 

Vern Sims Ford, Inc. 


Postal Service 
RULES 
Bylaws; miscellaneous changes 


Rural Electrification Administration 

PROPOSED RULES 

Bulletins, codification; advance notice 

NOTICES 

Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Oglethorpe Power Corp. 


Securities and Exchange Commission 
PROPOSED RULES 
Investment companies: 
Mutual fund governance; advance notice 
NOTICES 
Hearings, etc.: 
Drexel Burnham Lambert Group, Inc. 
Paine Webber RMA Money Fund, Inc. 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc. 
T. Rowe Price New Horizons Fund, Inc., et al. 
Territorial Government Fund 
Verex Corp. 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 
Self-regulatory organizations; proposed rule 
changes: 
American Stock Exchange, Inc. (2 documents) 


Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc. 
Self-regulatory organizations; unlisted trading 
privileges: 

Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc. 


Selective Service System 
RULES 
Freedom of Information Act; implementation 


Small Business Administration 
NOTICES 
Agency forms submitted to OMB for review 
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Soil Conservation Service 

RULES 

Conservation operations; technical assistance; 

editorial and nomenclature changes 

NOTICES 

Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Pt. Mugu Outlet, Revolon Watershed, Calif. 

Watershed projects; deauthorization of funds: 
North Concordia Watershed, La. 
Sandy Creek Watershed, Tex. 


Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 


Office 
RULES 
Permanent program submission; various States: 


Alabama 
Indiana 


Textile Agreements Implementation Committee 
NOTICES 
Cotton, wool, or man-made textiles: 

Malaysia 

Pakistan 


Treasury Department 
See Internal Revenue Service. 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Contents 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED IN THIS ISSUE 


A cumulative list of the parts affected this month can be found in 
the Reader Aids section at the end of this issue. 


56509 


56489 
56489 
56489 
56489 


56513 
56513 


56490 
56490 


56492 
56493 


56494 


56495 
56495 
56495 
56495 


52 (2 documents) 56497 


Proposed Rules: 
52 (2 documents) 56516, 
56518 








Rules and Regulations 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 243 


Friday, December 17, 1982 





This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Food and Nutrition Service 

7 CFR Parts 271, 278, and 279 
[Amdt. No. 236] 


Food Stamp Program: Authorizing 
House-to-House Trade Routes and 
Tougher Penalties for Firms Which 
Break the Rules 


AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Interim rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule amends Food Stamp 
Program Regulations to implement the 
Food Stamp Act Amendments of 1982. 
These Amendments tighten the rules for 
authorization of house-to-house trade 
routes where necessary to prevent fraud 
and abuse, and specify a scale of 
penalities for authorized firms which 
violate the regulations. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: This interim rule is 
effective on December 17, 1982. To be 
assured of consideration in the 
development of the final rule, comments 
must be received by March 17, 1983. 
ADDRESS: Comments should be 
submitted to Virgil Conrad, Deputy 
Administrator for Family Nutrition 
Programs, Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA, Alexandria, Virginia 22302. All 
written comments will be open for : 
public inspection at the office of the 
Food and Nutrition Service during 
regular business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday), at 3101 
Park Center Drive, Alexandria, Virginia, 
Room 706. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Herbert A. Scurlock, Director, Federal 
Operations Division, Family Nutrition 
Programs, Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA, Alexandria, Virginia 22302; (703) 
756-3487. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Classification 


Executive Order 12291. The 
Department has reviewed this rule 
under Executive Order 12291 and 
Secretary's Memorandum No. 1512-1. 
The rule will affect the economy by less 
than $100 million a year. The rule will 
not significantly raise costs or prices for 
consumers, industries, government 
agencies or geographic regions. There 
will not be significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. Therefore, the Department has 
classified the rule as “not major”. 

Justification for Publishing as Interim 
Rule, Effective on Publication. This 
rulemaking is being published as an 
interim rule, effective on publication, 
consistent with the mandate of Section 
193 of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1982 (Pub. L. 97- 
253, enacted on September 8, 1982). 
Section 193 mandates that the 
provisions of Pub. L. 97-253 addressed 
in this rule are effective as of the date of 
enactment. For this reason Samuel J. 
Cornelius, Administrator of the Food 
and Nutrition Service, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 553, has determined that prior 
public comment on this rule is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest and that good cause exists for 
making this rule effective less than 30 
days after publication. Public comment 
is solicited on this rule for 90 days. All 
comments received will be analyzed and 
any appropriate changes in the rule will 
be incorporated in a subsequent 
publication. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act. This rule 
has been reviewed with regard to the 
requirements of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354. The 
Administrator of the Food and Nutrition 
Service has certified that this action will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. Only a small number of small 
entities (trade routes, and firms which 
violate program regulations) will be 
affected. 

Recordkeeping Requirements. This 
rule does not contain reporting or 
recordkeeping requirements subject to 
approval by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB). 


Amendments 


House-to-house trade routes. Section 
165 of Pub. L. 97-253 requires the 
Department to limit the participation of 
house-to-house trade routes to those 
that are “reasonably necessary to 
provide adequate access to households” 
in those areas in which the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Inspector General, 
finds evidence that route operations 
damage the program's integrity. 


In the Senate Committee report 
accompanying the 1982 legislation (S.R. 
No. 97-504, dated July 26, 1982), the 
Committee stated that because of two 
cases in Dade County, Florida, in which 
fictitious mobile fish markets became 
authorized to serve as outlets for 
illegally obtained food stamps, the 
Department should tighten its 
application review process for “rolling 
stores”. Since reports of abuse tend to 
center in urban areas, the Committee 
thought the Department should 
concentrate its efforts on those areas. 
However, the Committee cautioned the 
Department that it should consider the 
needs of recipients in areas where 
restrictions are contemplated, and use 
caution in limiting house-to-house trade 
routes which serve housebound 
recipients and those, such as residents 
of high crime areas, who have difficulty 
leaving their homes to buy food. The 
Committee also directed the Department 
to reexamine its regulations on “rolling 
stores” to determine if further 
verification is needed and if the 
regulations need further tightening. The 
Department has tightened its monitoring 
of “rolling store” through nonregulatory 
policy changes. We have decided to 
specify those changes in this 
rulemaking. (§ 278.1{h)). The Department 
will also conduct a nationwide study of 
the effect “rolling stores” have on 
program integrity. 

The term “house-to-house trade route" 
includes milk routes, bread routes, and 
mobile markets or “rolling stores”. All of 
these entities have the ability to move 
easily from place to place. As a result, 
they are hard to monitor. Therefore, the 
Department has applied the restriction 
specified in the Act to all firms which fit 
the definition of “house-to-house trade 
route.” 


Disqualification of retail food stores 
and wholesale food concerns, and 
imposition of civil money penalities in 
lieu of disqualifications. Section 175 of 





56470 


Pub. L. 97-253 prescribes minimum 
disqualification periods for firms which 
violate the Food Stamp Act or the 
regulations. It mandates that firms be 
disqualified for 6 months to 5 years for 
the first sanction; for 12 months to 10 
years for a second sanction; and 
permanently for a third sanction or one 
based on the purchase of coupons or 
trafficking in coupons or authorization 
to participate (ATP) cards. The 
regulations (§ 278.6(e)) list the new 
periods of disqualification and the 
criteria which will be used to determine 
which period of disqualification should 
be used. The sliding scale of 
disqualification is designed to more 
heavily punish serious violators who 
were previously advised by FNS that 
violations were occurring, firms whose 
practice is to violate, and firms which 
were previously sanctioned. 

Traditionally, the length of the period 
of disqualification has been based, in 
part, on whether it was the firm’s policy 
to violate. Because of the difficulty in 
defining, and confusion surrounding the 
concept of firm policy, the Department 
has replaced the “firm’s policy” with the 
new term “firm’s practice”. This change 
is intended to render a firm liable for the 
violative actions of its employees 
regardless of whether a policy to violate 
is announced or advocated by firm 
management. 

On September 3, 1982, the Department 
published in the Federal Register a 
proposed regulation which specified 
penalties for violations by wholesale 
food concerns. However, the proposed 
rule was developed prior to the 1982 
Amendments and the penalties it 
specified conformed to the old set of 
penalities. The longer periods of 
disqualification mandated in the 1982 
Amendments apply to wholesale food 
concerns as well as to retail food stores. 
Accordingly, the Department has 
changed the penalties that were 
originally proposed September 3, 1982, 
in order to bring them into line with the 
new penalties specified by the amended 
Act. All comments received on the 
proposed rule will be considered along 
with all comments received on this rule. 

The new penalties will be applied to 
any violations which occur after the 
effective date of these regulations. Firms 
disqualified or assessed a civil money 
penalty under the old set of penalties 
are subject to the escalation provisions 
in the new penalties for any new 
sanction based on violations which 
occur after the effective date of these 
regulations. Sanctions in effect will not 
be changed. 

The House Committee report specifies 
that a third sanction “Would result in 
permanent disqualification * * * 
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regardless of whether earlier violations 
had resulted in civil money penalties or 
disqualification periods.” Accordingly, 
the regulations specify that a civil 
money penalty may not be imposed in 
lieu of a permanent disqualification. The 
House Committee Report also notes that 
the Department is not precluded from 
disqualifying stores for repeated 
violations even though the store may 
meet the criteria for a civil money 
penalty. To assure an effective penalty 
and to prevent continued abuse when a 
firm is inclined to violate, the 
Department has reserved the right to 
disqualify a repeat violator and not offer 
such a firm a civil money penalty. 

The regulations implement the 
maximum civil money penalty of $10,000 
per violation as specified in Section 175 
of Pub. L. 97-253. The Department has 
increased the penalty multiplier in the 
civil money penalty formula from 5 
percent to 10 percent of the firm's 
monthly coupon redemptions. This 
change in the penalty multiplier will 
increase the fiscal burden of a civil 
money penalty and is being made as a 
result of concern that for many firms the 
5 precent penalty on redemptions is a 
lesser financial penalty than 
disqualification. The Department 
believes a 10 percent penalty on 
redemptons would more nearly maintain 
comparability between the fine and 
disqualification. 

Administrative review—retail food 
stores and wholesale food concerns. 
Currently, the Act and regulations 
provide that the sanction of 
disqualification shall be subject to 
administrative review. Current 
regulations automatically stay 
administrative action pending 
administrative review of that action. 
The Department believes that when the 
violations warrant a permanent 
disqualification, the firm should not be 
entitled to an automatic stay of the 
disqualification action during an 
administrative review of the 
disqualification action. As the 
administrative penalty for trafficking or 
for a third occasion of disqualification is 
specified in the Act, the penalty is not a 
matter of discretion. To protect the 
program from further abuse, the 
regulations specify that a permanent 
disqualification may not be 
automatically stayed. (§ 278.8(a)). 


List of Subjects 
7 CFR Part 271 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Food stamps, Grant 
programs-social programs. 


7 CFR Part 278 


Administative practice and procedure, 
Banks, Banking, Claims, Food stamps, 
Groceries-retail, Groceries, General line- 
wholesaler, Penalties. 

7 CFR Part 279 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Food stamps, Groceries- 
retail, Groceries, General line- 
wholesaler. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, 7 CFR Parts 271, 278 and 279 
are amended as follows: 


PART 271—GENERAL INFORMATION 
AND REGULATIONS 


1. In § 271.2, definitions of “Firm's 
practice”, “House-to-house trade route”, 
and “Trafficking” are added in 
alphabetical order, to read as follows: 


§ 271.2 Definitions. 

“Firm's practice” means the usual 
manner in which personnel of a firm or 
store accept food coupons as shown by 
the actions of the personnel at the time 
of the investigation. 

‘‘House-to-house trade route” means 
any retail food business operated from a 
truck, bus, pushcart, or other vehicle 
which can move easily from place to 
place. 

“Trafficking” means the buying or 
selling of coupons or ATP cards for 
cash. 


* * * * * 


PART 278—PARTICIPATION OF 
RETAIL FOOD STORES, WHOLESALE 
FOOD CONCERNS AND INSURED 
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 


2. Section 278.1 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (h) through (n) 
as (i) through (0). A new paragraph (h) is 
added, and newly designated paragraph 
(k) is revised. The new and revised 
paragraphs read as follows: 


§ 278.1 Approval of retail food stores and 
wholesale food concerns. 

(h) House-to-house trade routes. FNS 
may limit the authorization of house-to- 
house trade routes to those trade routes 
whose services are needed by 
participating households in the area in 
order to obtain food. FNS shall, in 
consultation with the Department's 
Office of Inspector General, determine 
those locations where the operation of 
trade routes damages the program's 
integrity. In such areas, the FNS Officer 
in Charge, in deciding whether 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 


households need a trade route’s 
services, shall consider the volume of 
food business the trade route does and 
the availability of alternate sources of 
comparable food. An FNS official shall 
inspect any applicant trade route’s 
vehicle to ensure that the trade route is 
a bonal fide retail food store before 
authorizing it to accept coupons. An 
FNS official may require, as a condition 
of continuing authorization, that the 
vehicle be reinspected semiannually 
thereafter to ensure that it continues to 
qualify to accept coupons. 

(k) Withdrawing authorization. FNS 
shall withdraw the authorization of any 
firm authorized to participate in the 
program if it determines that the firm's 
continued participation will not further 
the purposes of the program, or the firm 
fails to meet the specifications of 
paragraph (b), (c), (d), or (e) of this 
section, or that the firm has been found 
to be circumventing a period of 
disqualification or a civil money penalty 
through a purported transfer of 
ownership. The FNS officer in charge 
shall issue a notice to the firm by 
certified mail or personal service to 
inform the firm of the determination and 
of the review procedure. FNS shall 
remove the firm from the program if the 
firm does not request review within the 
period specified in § 279.5. 


3. In § 278.6, paragraph (f) is removed, 
paragraphs (g) through (k) are 
redesignated as (f) through (j) 

’ respectively, and paragraphs (a), (e), 
and newly designated paragraphs (f) 
and (g) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 278.6 Disqualification of retail food 
stores and wholesale food concerns, and 
imposition of civil money penalties in lieu 
of disqualifications. 

(a) Authority to disqualify or subject 
to a civil money penalty. FNS may 
disqualify any authorized retail food 
store or authorized wholesale food 
concern from further participation in the 
program if the firm fails to comply with 
the Food Stamp Act_or this part. 
Disqualification shall be for 6 months to 
5 years for the firm's first sanction; from 
12 months to 10 years for a firm's second 
sanction; and disqualification shall be 
permanent for a firm's third sanction or 
a disqualification based on trafficking in 
coupons or ATP cards. Any firm which 
has been disqualified and which wishes 
to be reinstated at the end of the period 
of disqualification or at any later time 
shall file a new application under 
§ 278.1 of this part so that FNS may 
determine whether reinstatement is 
appropriate. The application may be 
filed no earlier than 10 days before the 


end of the period of disqualification. 
Except in the case of a permanent 
disqualification, FNS may, in lieu of a 
disqualification, subject the firm to a 
civil money penalty of up to $10,000 for 
each violation if FNS determines that a 
disqualification would cause hardship to 
participating households. 


” * * * 


(e) Penalties. FNS shall take action as 
follows against any firm determined to 
have violated the Act or regulations. For 
the purposes of assigning a period of 
disqualification, a warning letter shall 
not be considered to be a sanction. A 
civil money penalty and a 
disqualification shall be considered a 
sanction for such purposes. The FNS 
regional office shall: 

(1) Disqualify the firm permanently if: 

(i) Personnel of the firm have 
purchased coupons or trafficked in 
coupons or ATP cards; or 

(ii) Violations such as, but not limited 
to, the sale of ineligible items occurred 
and the firm had twice before been 
sanctioned. 

(2) Disqualify the firm for 5 years if it 
is to be the firm’s first sanction, the firm 
had been previously advised of the 
possibility that violations were 
occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations, and the evidence shows 
that: 

(i) It is the firm's practice to sell 
expensive or conspicuous nonfood 
items, cartons of cigarettes, or alcoholic 
beverages in exchange for food coupons; 
or 

(ii) The firm’s coupon redemptions for 
a specified period of time exceed its 
food sales for the same period of time; 
or 

(iii) A wholesale food concern's 
redemptions of coupons for a specified 
period of time exceed the redemptions 
of all the specified authorized retail food 
stores, nonprofit cooperative food- 
purchasing ventures, group living 
arrangements, drug addict and alcoholic 
treatment programs, and shelters for 
battered women and children which the 
wholesale food concern was authorized 
to serve during that time; or 

(iv) A wholesale food concern’s stated 
redemptions of coupons for a particular 
retail food store, nonprofit cooperative 
food-purchasing venture, group living 
arrangement, drug addict and alcoholic 
treatment program, or shelter for 
battered women and children exceeded 
the actual amount of coupons which that 
firm or organization redeemed through 
the wholesaler; or 

(v) Personnel of the firm knowingly 
accepted coupons from an unauthorized 
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firm or an individual known not to be 
legally entitled to possess coupons. 

(3) Disqualify the firm for 3 years if it 
is to be the first sanction for the firm 
and the evidence shows that: 

(i) It is the firm’s practice to commit 
violations such as the sale of common 
nonfood items in amounts normally 
found in a shopping basket and the firm 
was previously advised of the 
possibility that violations were 
occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations; or 

(ii) Any of the situations described in 
paragraph (e}(2) of this section occurred 
and FNS has not previously advised the 
firm of the possibility that violations 
were occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations; or 

(iii) The firm is an authorized 
communal dining facility, drug addiction 
or alcoholic treatment and rehabilitation 
program, group living arrangement, meal 
delivery service, or shelter for battered 
women and children and it is the firm's 
practice to sell meals in exchange for 
food coupons to persons not eligible to 
purchase meals with food coupons and 
the firm had been previously advised of 
the possibility that violations were 
occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations; or 

{iv) A wholesale food concern 
accepted coupons from an authorized 
firm which it was not authorized to 
serve and the wholesale food concern 
had been previously advised of the 
possibility that violations were 
occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations; or 

(v) The firm is an authorized retail 
food store and personnel of the firm 
have engaged in food coupon 
transactions with other authorized retail 
stores, not including treatment 
programs, group living arrangements or 
shelters for battered women and 
children, and the firm had been 
previously advised of the possibility that 
violations were occurring and of the 
possible consequences of violating the 
regulations. 

(4) Disqualify the firm for 1 year if it is 
to be the first sanction for the firm and 
the ownership or management personnel 
of the firm have committed violations 
such as the sale of common nonfood 
items in amounts normally found in a 
shopping basket, and FNS has not 
previously advised the firm of the 
possibility that violations were 
occurring and of the possible 
consequences of violating the 
regulations. 
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(5) Disqualify the firm for 6 months if 
it is to be the first sanction for the firm 
and the evidence shows that personnel 
of the firm have committed violations 
such as but not limited to the sale of 
common nonfood items due to 
carelessness or poor supervision by the 
firm's ownership or management. 

(6) Double the appropriate period of 
disqualification prescribed in 
paragraphs (e) (2) through (5) of this 
section as warranted by the evidence of 
violations if the same firm has once 
before been assigned a sanction. 

(7) Send the firm a warning letter if 
violations are too limited to warrant a 
disqualification. 

(f) Criteria for civil money penalty. 
FNS may impose a civil money penalty 
as a sanction in lieu of disqualification 
only when the firm subject to a 
disqualification is selling a substantial 
variety of staple food items, and the 
firm's disqualification would cause 
hardship to food stamp households 
because there is no other authorized 
retail food store in the area selling as 
large a variety of staple food items at 
comparable prices. FNS may disqualify 
a store which meets the criteria for a 
civil money penalty if the store had 
previously been assigned a sanction. A 
civil money penalty may not be imposed 
in lieu of a permanent disqualification. 

(g) Amount of civil money penalty. 
FNS shall determine the amount of the 
civil money penalty as follows: 

(1) Determine the firm's average 
monthly redemptions of coupons for the 
12-month period ending with the month 
immediately preceding that month 
during which the firm was charged with 
violations. 

(2) Multiply the average monthly 
redemption figure by 10 percent. 

(3) Multiply the product arrived at in 
paragraph (g)(2) of this section by the 
number of months for which the firm 
would have been disqualified under 
paragraph (e) of this section. In any 
event, the civil money penalty may not 
exceed $10,000 for each violation. 

5. In § 278.8, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 278.8 Administrative review—retail food 
stores and wholesale food concerns. 

(a) Requesting review. A food retailer 
or food wholesaler aggrieved by 
administrative action under § 278.1, 

§ 278.6 or § 278.7 may, within the period 
stated in § 279.5, file a written request © 
for review of the administrative action 
with the review officer. On receipt of the 
request for review, the questioned 
administrative action shall be stayed 
pending disposition of the request for 
review by the review officer except that 


a permanent disqualification will not be 
subject to an automatic stay. An 
administrative stay of a permanent 
disqualification may be available upon a 
showing by the appellant that there is a 
substantial likelihood that no 
disqualification is warranted. A 
disqualification for failing to pay a civil 
money penalty shall not be subject to an 
administrative review. 


aa * + * * 


PART 279—ADMINISTRATIVE AND 
JUDICIAL REVIEW—FOOD RETAILERS 
AND FOOD WHOLESALERS 


6. In § 279.6, paragraph (b) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 279.6 Content of request for review. 

(b) Supporting the request. The 
request shall include information in 
support of the request showing the 
grounds on which review is being 
sought, or shall state that supporting 
information will be filed in writing at a 
later date. In the latter case, the review 
officer shall notify the firm of the date 
by which the information must be filed. 
The firm requesting review may ask for 
an opportunity to appear before the 
review officer in person. However, any 
information submitted in person shall, if 
directed by the review officer, be put in 
writing by the firm and filed with the 
review officer within a period which the 
review officer shall specify. Any request 
for a stay of a permanent 
disqualification must be submitted with 
the initial request for review and must 
include information in support of the 
request for a stay. 

7. In § 279.7, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 279.7 Action upon receipt of a request 
for review. 

(a) Holding action. Upon receipt of a 
request for review of administrative 
action, the review officer shall notify the 
appropriate FNS regional office, in 
writing, of the action under review and, 
except where a stay is not granted, shall 
direct that the administrative action 
shall be held in abeyance until the 
review officer has made a 
determination. The review officer may 
grant a stay of a permanent 
disqualification only upon a showing by 
the appellant that there is a substantial 
likelihood that no disqualification is 
warranted. The review officer shall, 
within 15 working days of the receipt of 
the request for a stay, inform the firm in 
writing of the review officer's 
determination as to whether or not to 
grant a stay. If the questioned 
administrative action involved a denial 
of an application to participate in the 
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program or a denial of a claim, the 
review officer shall direct that the firm 
shall not be approved for participation 
or paid any part of the disputed claim 
until the review officer has made a 
determination. In any case, notice to the 
appropriate FNS regional office shall be 
accompanied by a copy of the request 
filed by the firm. 
* * 7 * * 
(91 Stat. 958 (7 U.S.C. 2011-2029)) 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs, No. 10.551, Food Stamps) 

Dated: December 14, 1982. 
Robert E. Leard, 
Associate Administrator, Food and Nutrition 
Service. 
{FR Doc. 82-34332 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M 


Soil Conservation. Service 


7 CFR Part 610 


Technical Assistance 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service 
(SCS), USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule amendment. 


SUMMARY: This document makes 
editorial and nomenclature changes in 7 
CFR 610.4 for the purpose of clarity and 
ease of understanding. These changes 
will have no effect on the public. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frances E. Robinson, Soil Conservation 
Service, USDA, P.O. Box 2890, 
Washington, D.C. 20013, (202) 447-9157. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action has been determined to be 
exempt from the requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, as the action is 
an internal agency practice to clarify the 
rule. This action is administrative in 
nature, and publication for comment is 
unnecessary. 

The unnumbered paragraph of § 610.4 
contains paragraph designations (a), (b), 
(c), and (d) which are unnecessary and 
confusing. Also, there is a nomenclature 
change needed in paragraph (a)(5), as 
the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare is now the Department of 
Health and Human Services. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 610 


Technical assistance, Soil 
conservation, Water resources. 


PART 610—TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 


§ 610.4 [Amended] 


For reasons set out in the preamble, 
§ 610.4 of 7 CFR is amended as follows: 
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1. By removing the paragraph 
designations (a), (b), (c), and (d) in the 
introductory paragraph. 

2. By chendan tee words “Health, 
Education, and Welfare” to “Health and 
Human Services” in paragraph (a)(5). 

Dated: December 9, 1982. 

Peter C. Myers, 

Chief, Soil Conservation Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-3398 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 910 
[Lemon Reg. 390; Lemon Reg. 389, Amdt. 1] 


Lemons Grown in California and 
Arizona; Limitation of Handling 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action establishes the 


quantity of California-Arizona lemons 
that may be shipped to the fresh market 
during the period December 19-25, 1982, 
and increases the quantity of lemons 
that may be shipped during the period 
December 12-18, 1982. Such action is 
needed to provide for orderly marketing 
of fresh lemons for the periods specified 
due to the marketing situation 
confronting the lemon industry. 
EFFECTIVE DATES: The regulation 
becomes effective December 19, 1982 
and the amendment is effective for the 
period December 12-18, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William J. Doyle, Chief, Fruit Branch, 
F&xV, AMS, USDA, Washington, D.C. 
20250, telephone 202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule has been reviewed under 
Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1 and 
Executive Order 12291, and has been 
designated a “non-major” rule. William 
T. Manley, Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This action is designed to promote 
orderly marketing of the California- 
Arizona lemon crop for the benefit of 
producers, and will not substantially 
affect costs for the directly regulated 
handlers. 

This final rule is issued under 
Marketing Order No. 910, as amended (7 
CFR Part 910), regulating the handling of 


lemons grown in California and Arizona. 


The order is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 
The action is based upon the 


recommendations and information 
submitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee and upon other available 
information. It is hereby found that this 
action will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. 

This action is consistent with the 
marketing policy for 1981-82. The 
marketing policy was recommended by 
the committee following discussion at a 
public meeting on July 6, 1982. The 
committee met again publicly on 
December 14, 1982, at Los Angeles, 
California, to consider the current and 
prospective conditions of supply and 
demand and recommended a quantity of 
lemons deemed advisable to be handled 
during the specified weeks. The 
committee reports the demand for 
lemons is good. 

It is er found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking, and 
postpone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553), because of insufficient 
time between the date when information 
became available upon which this 
regulation and amendment are based 
and the effective date necessary to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 
Interested persons were given an 
opportunity to submit information and 
views on the regulation at an open 
meeting, and the amendment relieves 
restrictions on the handling of lemons. It 
is necessary to effectuate the declared 
purposes of the act to make these 
regulatory provisions effective as 
specified, and handlers have been 
apprised of such provisions and the 
effective times. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 910 


Marketing agreements and orders, 
California, Arizona, Lemons. 


PART 910—[AMENDED] 
1. Section 910.690 is added as follows: 


§ 910.690 Lemon Regulation 390. 

The quantity of lemons grown in 
California and Arizona which may be 
handled during the period December 19, 
1982, through December 25, 1982, is 
established at 240,000 cartons. 

2. Section 910.689 Lemon Regulation 
389 (47 FR 55469) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 910.689 Lemon Regulation 389. 

The quantity of lemons grown in 
California and Arizona which may be 
handled during the period December 12, 
1982, through December 18, 1982, is 
established at 270,000 cartons. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


56473 


Dated: December 15, 1982. 
D. S. Kuryloski, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 
(FR Doc. 82-34520 Filed 12-16-82; 11:33 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


7 CFR Part 725 
[Amdt. 4] 


Tobacco Acreage Allotment and 
Marketing Quota Regulations 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Interim rule. 


SUMMARY: This interim rule amends the 
regulations at 7 CFR Part 725 to 
implement the provisions of the No Net 
Cost Tobacco Program Act of 1982 (Pub. 
L. 97-218, 96 Stat. 197, approved July 20, 
1982) with respect to the flue-cured 
tobacco acreage allotment and 
marketing quota program. The rule 
provides for the sale of flue-cured 
tobacco allotments and quotas, 
generally places restrictions on lease 
and transfer of allotments and quotas, 
and provides for adjustment of farm 
yields and acreage allotments. In 
addition, this rule provides for 
restrictions with respect to the 
marketing of tobacco by producers, 
warehousemen and dealers. The rule 
provides for forfeiture of flue-cured 
tobacco allotments and quotas under 
certain conditions. A Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking will be published in the 
Federal Register requesting comments 
with respect to the forfeiture of flue- 
cured tobacco acreage allotments and 
marketing quotas by persons other than 
individuals. 

DATES: Effective December 13, 1982. 
Comments must be received before 
February 15, 1983 in order to be assured 
of consideration. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to the 
Director, Tobacco and Peanuts Division, 
ASCS, Department of Agriculture, P.O. 
Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013. All 
written submissions made pursuant to 
this notice will be made available for 
public inspection in Room 5750 South 
Building, USDA, between the hours of 
8:15 a.m. and 4:45 p.m., Monday through 
Friday. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jack S. Forlines, Agricultural Program 
Specialist, Tobacco and Peanuts 
Division, USDA-ASCS, P.O. Box 2415, 
Washington, D.C. 20013; (202) 382-0200. 
The Final Regulatory Impact Analysis 
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covering this rule will be available on 
request from Jack S. Forlines. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule 
has been reviewed under USDA 
procedures established in accordance 
with Executive Order 12291 and 
Secretary's Memorandum 1512-1 and 
has been classified as “not major.” It 
has been determined that this rule will 
not result in: (1) An annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more; (2) a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State of local governments, or 
geographic regions; or (3) significant 
adverse effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program to which this rule 
applies are: Commodity Loan and 
Purchases; 10.051, as found in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this rule since the 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service (ASCS) is not 
required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any other 
provision of law to publish a notice of 
proposed rulemaking with respect to the 
subject matter of this rule. 

This interim rule is necessary to 
implement the provisions of the No Net 
Cost Tebacco Program Act of 1982 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Act"). 
The 1982-88 marketing year for flue- 
cured tobacco began on July 1, 1982. 
Since producers, warehousemen, 
tobacco dealers and buying companies 
need to be informed of the provisions of 
this rule as soon as possible, it has been 
determined that this interim rule shall 
become effective upon the date of filing 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register without prior opportunity for 
public comment. However, the public is 
invited to comment on this interim rule 
for a period of 60 days after the date of 
publication in the Federal Register. A 
final document discussing comments 
received and any amendments to this 
interim rule which may be deemed 
necessary will be published in the 
Federal Register as soon as possible. 

The Act amends the Agricultural Act 
of 1949 and the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938 to provide for the operation 
of the tobacco price support and 
production adjustment program in such 
a manner as to result in “no net cost” to 
taxpayers, except for administrative 
expenses. The Act makes other changes 
to strengthen the operation of the 


program. The major provisions of this 
interim rule are as follows: 

(1) Leasing of flue-cured tobacco 
allotments and quotas. Unlike prior 
tobacco programs, this interim rule 
provides for the elimination of fall 
leasing, except in the case of natural 
disasters. Fall leasing of flue-cured 
allotments and quotas has been the 
subject of much criticism as the result of 
the opportunity for speculation and the 
increase in the cost of leasing allotments 
and quotas when middlemen are 
involved in leasing transactions. The 
involvement of middlemen in spring 
leasing is also addressed by requiring 
that any agreement for the leasing of a 
flue-cured tobacco allotment and quota 
must be exclusively between the lessor 
and lessee or an agent who regularly 
represents the lessor or the lessee in 
business transactions unrelated to 
tobacco. The lessor and the lessee of a 
flue-cured tobacco allotment and quota 
must certify compliance with all leasing 
requirements which are specified in this 
interim rule. If, after a notice and an 
opportunity for a hearing, it is 
determined that a lessee or lessor 
knowingly made a false statement, the 
lessee will be ineligible for price support 
or the lessor's allotment and quota will 
be reduced, as applicable. The total flue- 
cured tobacco allotment for any farm is 
limited, after transfer of allotment by 
either lease or sale, to 50 percent of the 
tillable cropland on the farm. Subleasing 
of allotments and quotas is prohibited. 

(2) Sale of tobacco allotments and 
quotas. The sale of flue-cured tobacco 
allotments and quotas is permitted but 
such sales may only be made to persons 
who are or will become active tobacco 
producers within the same county. At 
the time a transfer agreement is filed 
with the county ASCS office to transfer 
allotment and quota by sale, the 
agreement must specify the farm to 
which the allotment and quota shall be 
assigned. This procedure is designed to 
prevent “hip-pocket” allotments and 
quotas (i.e., allotments and quotas 
assigned to persons rather than to 
farms}. It is the responsibility of a 
purchaser of an allotment and quota 
who is not the owner of the farm to 
which the allotment and quota is 
assigned to take whatever measures are 
deemed to be necessary to protect the 
investment in such purchase should the 
producer fail to remain an active 
producer on the farm to which the 
assignment has been made. An 
allotment and guota which is purchased 
may not be sold for a period of 5 years, 
except as may be required to prevent 
forfeiture. In addition, the owner of the 
farm to which allotment and quota is 
assigned is the only person who is 
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authorized #o sell such allotment and 
quota. 

(3) Forfeiture of tobacco allotments 
and quotas. Any person owning a farm 
having a flue-cured tobacco allotment 
that exceeds 50 percent of tthe tillable 
cropland on the person's farm must sell 
or forfeit the excess allotment. Tillable 
cropland is land. which has been cleared 
and is capable of cultivation without 
unusual preparation. Tillable cropland 
does not include orchards, vineyards 
and land which has been devoted to 
trees. A person currently having an 
allotment that exceeds 50 percent of the 
farm's tillable cropland may prevent 
forfeiture by: (a) The acquisition of 
additional tillable cropland; (b) the sale 
of excess allotment; or (c) the 
conversion of nontillable land to tillable 
cropland status. 

Section 201 of the Act amends section 
316 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1314b) to provide that if 
a person purchases a flue-cured tobacco 
acreage allotment and disposes of an 
acreage of tillable cropland which 
results in the total acreage of flue-cured 
tobacco allotted to such person's farm 
exceeding 50 percent of the tillable 
cropland owned by such person, such 
person will take steps to assure that the 
total acreage of flue-cured tobacco 
allotted to such farm does not exceed 50 
percent of the tillable cropland owned 
by such person. Failure of the person to 
take such action will result in forfeiture 
of such excess allotment and quota. In 
addition, if amy person owns a farm on 
or after December 1, 1983, for which the 
total acreage allotted for the production 
of flue-cured tobacco exceeds 50 percent 
of such farm's tillable cropland, such 
person shall forfeit any acreage 
allotment representing the excess. 

As used in section 201 of the Act, the 
phrase “owned by such person” 
indicates that ownership of land is a 
significant factor in determining 
allotment which must be forfeited under 
certain conditions. Accordingly, this 
interim rule provides that the phrase 
“owns a farm” means the ownership of: 
(a) A farm as constituted in accordance 
with the provisions of 7 CFR Part 719 if 
the entire farm shares a common 
ownership; or (b) a tract of land within a 
farm as constituted in accordance with 
the provisions of 7 CFR Part 719 if the 
farm, as constituted, consists of separate 
ownership tracts. 

Thus, when determining the amount of 
allotment subject to forfeiture because 
of inadequate tillable cropland, the 
county ASC committee will consider 
each ownership tract as though it were a 
separate farm in those cases where a 
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farm consists of tracts of land under 
separate ownership. 

Once a flue-cured allotment and quota 
is purchased, the purchaser must share, 
for a period of five years, in the risk of 
production of tobacco produced under 
the allotment and quota or the allotment 
and quota shall be sold or forfeited. 

(4) Forfeiture pools. In each county, a 
forfeiture pool will be established for 
forfeited allotments and quotas. 
Allotments and quotas will be 
reallocated by the county committee to 
eligible persons taking into 
consideration such factors as the size of 
the current allotment on the farm, the 
length of time the applicant has been 
farming tobacco, and the extent to 
which the applicant has leased 
allotment and quota. Forfeited 
allotments and quotas may be 
reallocated to farms which currently do 
not have a tobacco allotment and quota. 

(5) Forfeiture of reallocated allotment 
and quota. If an applicant fails to share 
in the risk of production of tobacco 
during any of the five years beginning 
with the crop year in which the 
allotment and quota is reallocated, the 
allotment and quota shall be forfeited. 
Mere failure to utilize the allotment and 
quota will not result in forfeiture but 
will extend the five-year period one year 
for each year the allotment and quota is 
not utilized. 

(6) Periodic adjustment of flue-cured 
tobacco yields. In 1983 and at 5-year 
intervals thereafter, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall adjust: (a) The national 
average yield goal for flue-cured 
tobacco to the past 5 years’ moving 
national average yield; and (b) the farm 
acreage allotments and preliminary farm 
yields for flue-cured tobacco farms to 
reflect the past 5 years’ moving county 
average yield in order that the expected 
production from the allotted acres will 
more accurately reflect the production 
capability. 

Due to advances in agricultural 
research and technology, producers of 
flue-cured tobacco are able to obtain 
larger yields on an acre of tobacco. 
Therefore, maintaining a constant 
allotment may result in the production 
of a quantity of tobacco that exceeds the 
marketing quota. This provision updates 
the acreage-poundage ratio with respect 
to current yields. : 

(7) Limitation on the sale of tobacco 
floor sweepings. Effective for the 1982 
and subsequent crops of flue-cured 
tobacco, the allowable floor sweepings 
of flue-cured tobacco which may be 
marketed without penalty by 
warehousemen has been reduced to 0.24 
percent times the total first sales of 
tobacco at auction for the season for the 
warehouse involved. Previously the 


allowance of flue-cured tobacco was 0.5 
percent. Marketing floor sweepings in 
excess of the allowable amount will 
result in a penalty of 150 percent of the 
average market price for flue-cured 
tobacco for the immediately preceding 
marketing year. 

(8) Lien for payment of penalty. This 
provision authorizing a lien on tobacco 
sets forth a more efficient mechanism 
for collecting marketing penalties. If a 
marketing quota penalty is assessed, 
there shall be a lien in favor of the 
United States on the tobacco with 
respect to which the penalty is to be 
assessed and on any other tobacco 
subject to marketing quotas in which the 
person has an interest until the penalty 
is paid. Currently, penalties which are 
reduced to a claim in favor of the United 
States are deductible only from the 
proceeds of tobacco which is pledged as 
collateral for a price support loan. 

(9) False identification of tobacco. 
The regulations which are currently 
applicable for flue-cured tobacco 
provide for the correction of farm 
production records when actual 
marketings are determined to be 
incorrect because of false identification. 
In many cases, this actually results in an 
increase in quota for the producer who 
falsely identifies tobacco. 

This interim rule provides that if a 
producer falsely identifies tobacco, the 
quantity of tobacco falsely identified 
shall be considered for purposes of 
establishing future farm marketing 
quotas as having been produced both on 
the farm for which it was identified as 
having been produced and on the farm 
of actual production. 

(10) Warehouseman’s records and 
reporis. This interim rule provides for 
minor changes in the flue-cured tobacco 
regulations with respect to the records 
and reports of warehousemen. The most 
significant change is the requirement 
that a notation of “No Price Support” 
must be entered by the warehouseman 
on the basket ticket for each lot of 
tobacco which is identified with a 
marketing card bearing the same 
notation. 

(11) Dealer's records and reports. This 
interim rule also provides for minor 
changes in the flue-cured regulations 
with respect to the records and reports 
of dealers. The dealer shall make 
deductions for producer contributions to 
the No Net Cost Tobacco Fund as 
provided in 7 CFR Part 1464. For the 
1982-83 marketing year, the dealer shall 
deduct three cents per pound from the 
price paid to the producer in nonauction 
purchases, unless the purchase is 
identified with a marketing card bearing 
the notation “No Price Support.” The 
amount of such deductions in 
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subsequent marketing years will be 
announced by the Secretary. 

(12) Limitation on the size of new 
farm allotments. The regulations for 
flue-cured tobacco currently provide 
that a new farm allotment shall not 
exceed 50 percent of the average of the 
acreage allotments established for 
similar farms in the community. In many 
cases, this provision would permit flue- 
cured tobacco acreage allotments to be 
established for new farms that would be 
unreasonably high when compared to 
the average county or national acreage 
allotment. This interim rule provides 
that the maximum flue-cured acreage 
allotment which may be established for 
any new farm shall be limited to one 
acre. 

(13) Penalties for marketing certain 
tobacco that is ineligible for price 
support. Effective for any of the 1983 
and subsequent crops of flue-cured 
tobacco for which marketing quotas are 
in effect, producers shall be subject to a 
penalty with respect to any marketings 
of flue-cured tobacco produced on a 
farm which is ineligible for price support 
because the farm operator or other 
producer on the farm has not agreed to 
contribute to the No Net Cost Tobacco 
Fund. The penalty per pound will be 
equal to 75 percent of the preceding 
marketing year’s average market price 
per pound for flue-cured tobacco. 

(14) Contributions to the No Net Cost 
Tobacco Fund by the lessor. Effective 
with respect to the 1983 and subsequent 
crops of flue-cured tobacco, a farm 
owner must, as a condition of eligibility 
to lease and transfer marketing quota 
from the farm, contribute to the No Net 
Cost Tobacco Fund for each pound of 
quota leased. The lessor’s contribution 
per pound will be equal to that of other 
producers who qualify for price support 
with respect to flue-cured tobacco 
produced. 

(15) Processing and storing 1982 crop 
carryover tobacco. Section 201 of the 
Act amended section 316(a) of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 
U.S.C. 1314b(a)) to eliminate fall leasing 
(i.e., leasing during the marketing 
season) for flue-cured tobacco. Prior to 
enactment of section 201, producers had 
planted’their crops with the expectation 
of being able to lease quota to their farm 
if the production exceeded 110 percent 
of the effective farm marketing quota. In 
the absence of a carryover program, 
many producers would be required to 
store the excess tobacco on their farms 
until the next marketing season. 

This interim rule authorizes Flue- 
Cured Tobacco Cooperative 
Stabilization Corporation to process and 
store 1982 crop producer carryover 
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tobacco and to act as the producer's 
marketing agent in marketing the 
tobacco in the 1983-84 marketing year. 
The handling of 1982 crop carryover 
tobacco is limited to the producer- 
owned and operated Fiue-Cured 
Tobacco Cooperative Stabilization 
Corporation to assure that the tobacco 
will be insulated from commercial trade 
channels and will not be marketed until 
the subsequent marketing year. 

(16) Approval of transfers of allotment 
and quota by lease or sale. This interim 
rule provides that if a claim for 
marketing quota penalty has been filed 
by ASCS against a lessor or seller, a 
lease or sale of allotment and quota by 
such lessor or seller will not be 
approved by the county committee until 
such time as the claim is satisfied or the 
proceeds from the lease or sale are 
applied against such claim. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 725 


Acreage allotment, Marketing quota, 
Penalties, Report requirements, 
Tobacco. 


Interim Rule 
PART 725—[AMENDED] 


Accordingly, 7 CFR Part 725 is 
amended as follows: 
1. The table of contents is amended by 
revising or adding the following entries: 
725.72 Transfer of tobacco marketing quotas 
by lease or by sale. 

725.74 Forfeiture of allotment and quota. 

725.85 identification of tobacco subject to 
quota. 

72586 Lien for penalty. 

725.109 Duties of Kansas City ASCS Field 
Office. 


725.116 [Reserved] 


2. The authority citation is revised to 
read: 
Authority: Sec. 301, 313, 314, 326, 316A, 317, 


363, 372-375, 377, 378, 52 Stat. 38, as 
amended, 47, as amended, 48, as amended, 75 


Stat. 469, as amended, 96 Stat. 205, 79 Gtat. 66. 


as amended, 52 Stat. 63, as amended, 65-66, 
as amended, 70 Stat. 206, as amended, 72 
Stat. 995, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 1301, 1313, 
1314, 1314b, 1314b-1, 1314c, 1363, 1372-75, 
1377, 1378, Sec. 401, 63 Stat. 1054, as 
amended, 7 U.S.C. 1421. 


3. In § 725.51, the introductory 
paragraph is revised; paragraphs ({a—1}, 
(a-2), (jj-1), and {ll-1) are added; and 
paragraphs (e-1), (h), (m), (p), {s), and 
(dd) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 725.51 Definitions. 
In determining the meaning of the 
provisions of this subpart, unless the 
context indicates otherwise, words 
importing the singular include and apply 
to several persons or things, words 
importing the plural include the singular. 
words importing the masculine gender 
include the feminine as well, and words 
used in the present tense include the 
future as well as the present. As used in 
this subpart and in all instructions, 
forms, and decuments in connection 
therewith, the words and phrases 
defined in this section shall have the 
meanings herein assigned to them unless 
the context or subject matter otherwise 
requires. References contained herein to 
other parts of this title or chapter shall 
include current and later amendments to 
the referenced parts. Unless defined in 
this section the words or phrases 
defined in § 719.2 of this chapter shall 
have the same meaning when used in 
this part. 
(a-1) Active flue-cured tobacco 
producer. {1} Any person who shared in 
the risk of producing a crop of flue-cured 
tobacco in at Jeast one of the three years 
preceding the current year, or 
(2) Any person who intends to become 
a flue-cured tobacco producer in the 
current year by sharing in the risk of 
producing the crop and who provides a 
certification of such intention on a form 
approved by the Deputy Administrator. 
{a—2) Allowable floor sweepings. The 
quantity of floor sweepings determined 
by multiplying 0.0024 times the total 
producer first sales of flue-cured 
tobacco at auction for the season for the 
warehouse involved. 


* * 


(e—1) Considered planted credit. 
Credit assigned in the current year for 
an old farm as follows: 

(h) Director. The Director, or Acting 
Director, Tobacco and Peanuts Division, 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. 

(m) Farm acreage allotment. The 
allotment determined in accordance 
with § 725.58. 

(p) Floor sweepings. The scraps or 
leaves of tobacco which accumulate on 
the warehouse floor in the regular 
course of business. 


* * * * 


(s) Leaf account tobacco. The quantity 
of tobacco purchased or otherwise 
acquired by or for the account of a 
warehouse (except floor sweepings 
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which accumulate on the warehouse 
floor), as adjusted by the debits and 
credits to the buyers corrections 
account, and including floor sweepings 
purchased from another warehouse or 


dealer. 


(dd) Preliminary farm acreage 


allotment. The allotment determined in 
accordance with § 725.56. 


* * 


* 7 


+ * 


(jj-1) Shared in risk of production. 
Involvement in the production of flue- 
cured tobacco by a person who meets 
all of the conditions as set forth in either 
paragraph (jj-1) (1) er (2) of this section: 

(1) Investing producer. A person who: 

{i) Invests in the production of a crop 
of flue-cured tobacco in an amount 
which is not less than 20 percent of the 
proceeds of fhe sale of the crop; 

(ii) Depends solely on a share of the 
proceeds from the marketing of the 
tobacco for the return on the investment; 

(iii) Waits until such crop of flue- 
cured tobacco is marketed to receive 
any return en the investment; and 

(iv) Maintains records, for a period of 
three years after the end of the 
marketing year in which the tobacco is 
sold, which may be used to verify that 
the provisions of paragraph {jj—1)(1) of 
this section have been met. 

(2) Lessor. A person who: 

(i) Owns a farm having a flue-cured 
tobacco allotment and quota; 

(ii) Leases such allotment and quota 
to another person for use in producing a 
crop of flue-cured tobacco (the tobacco 
may be produced on the lessor’s farm or 
on a farm operated by the lessee}; 

(iii) Depends solely on a specified 
share of the proceeds from the 
marketing of such crop of flue-cured 
tobacco (the tobacco which is produced 
using the leased allotment and quota) 
for payment of the rental for such 
allotment and quota; 

(iv) Waits until such crop of flue-cured 
tobacco is marketed to receive any 
payment of the rental for such allotment 
and quota; and 

(v) Maintains records, for a period of 
three years after the end of the 
marketing year in which the tobacco is 
sold, which may be used to verify that 
the provisions of paragraph {jj—1)(2) of 
this section have been met. 


* * * * 


(ll-1) Tilable cropland. Cropland 
(excluding orchards, vineyards, land 
devoted to trees, and land being 
prepared for non-agricultural uses) 
which the county committee determines 
can be planted to crops without unusual 
preparation or cultivation. 


* * 
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4. Section 725.56 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.56 Determination of preliminary 
farm acreage allotments. 


(a) Farms requiring a determination. 
A preliminary farm acreage allotment 
shall be determined for the current year 
for each farm which has tobacco history 
acreage for the base period as 
determined in accordance with the 
provisions of § 725.73. 

(b) Preliminary farm acreage 
allotment. The preliminary farm acreage 
allotment shall be the same as the farm 
acreage allotment established for the 
preceding year: Provided, That in 1983 
and at five-year intervals thereafter, the 
preliminary farm acreage allotment shall 
be the farm acreage allotment for the 
preceding year divided by a factor 
deterinined by averaging the yields for 
the county, as determined by the Deputy 
Administrator, Program Planning and 
Development, for the most recent five- 
year period and dividing the result by 
the average of the yields for the county 
as determined by the Deputy 
Administrator, Program Planning and 
Development, for the five years 1959 
through 1963. if the computed factor is 
outside the range of 1.0000 to 1.3500, the 
factor shall be increased to 1.0000 or 
decreased to 1.3500, as applicable: 
Provided farther, That in the fifth year 
of any five-year period beginning with 
1983 the factor shall be divided by the 
factor which resulted from the 
computation made in accordance with 
the first proviso of this paragraph for the 
previous five-year period. 

5. In § 725.57, paragraph {a) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 725.57 Determination of preliminary 
farm yields. 

(a) Old farms. The preliminary farm 
yield for an old farm for the current year 
shall be determined as follows: 

(1) Farm having preliminary farm 
acreage allotment. The preliminary farm 
yield established for the farm shall be 
the same preliminary farm yield as was 
in effect for the preceding year. 
However, for 1983 and at five-year 
intervals thereafter, the preliminary 
farm yield shall be the yield determined 
by multiplying the preliminary farm 
yield for the farm for the preceding year 
by the factor which is used in 
determining preliminary farm acreage 
allotments, as provided for in § 725.56. 

(2) Farm not having preliminary farm 
acreage allotment. The preliminary farm 
yield shall be determined by dividing 
the farm yield which is determined in 
accordance with the provisions of 


§ 725.59 by the national yield factor for 
the current year. 

6. Section 725.58 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.58 Determination of farm acreage 
allotments and effective farm acreage 
allotments. 

(a) Farm acreage allotments. The farm 
acreage allotment shall be determined 
by multiplying the national acreage 
factor as determined by the Secretary 
for the current year by the preliminary 
farm acreage allotment for the current 
year and adjusting the result as follows: 

(1) Upward adjustment. Add the: 

(i) Acreage approved in accordance 
with the provisions of § 725.66 in order 
to adjust for an inequity or to correct an 
error; 

(ii) Acreage determined by dividing 
the pounds of quota which are 
purchased in the current year by the 
farm yield; and 

(iii) Acreage determined by dividing 
the pounds of forfeited quota which are 
approved for adjustment from the 
forfeiture pool by the farm yield. 

(2) Downward adjustment. Subtract 
the: 

(i) Acreage determined by dividing the 
pounds of quota sold in the current year 
by the farm yield; and 

(ii} Acreage of forfeited allotment. 

(b) Effective farm acreage allotment. 
The effective farm acreage allotment for 
the current year shall be determined by 
dividing the effective farm marketing 
quota by the farm yield. 

7. In § 725.59, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 725.59 Determination of farm yields. 

(a) Old farms. The farm yield for an 
old farm shall be: 

(1) Farm with preliminary farm yield. 
Determined by multiplying the 
preliminary farm yield by the national 
yield factor for the current year. 

(2) Farm without preliminary farm 
vield. Determined in the same manner 
as the farm yield for a new farm as 
provided in paragraph [b) of this section. 


8. Section 725.60 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 72580 Determination of effective farm 
marketing quotas. 

The effective farm marketing quota 
shall be the farm marketing quota 
adjusted as follows: 

(a) Upward adjustment. Add: 

(1) The smaller of (i) the 
undermarketings from the preceding 
marketing year, or {ii) farm marketing 
quota for the preceding year plus the 
pounds of quota which are transferred 
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to the farm by lease in the preceding 
year; and 

(2) The pounds of quota which are 
transferred to the farm by lease in the 
current year. 

(b) Downward adjustment. Subtract: 

(1) The pounds of quota which are 
overmarketed from the preceding 
marketing year; 

(2) The pounds of quota which are 
overmarketed from any year before the 
preceding year which have not been 
subtracted when determining the 
effective farm marketing quota in a prior 
year; 

(3) The pounds of quota which are 
transferred from the farm by lease in the 
current year; and 

(4) The pounds of quota which are 
reduced in the current year as a result of 
a violation in a prior year as provided 
for in § 725.98. 

9. In § 725.63 paragraph (b) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 725.63 Determination of allotments and 
yields for divided farms. 

(b) Preliminary farm yields. The 
preliminary farm yields for the tracts 
resulting from a division of a parent 
farm shall be the same as the 
preliminary farm yield established for 
the parent farm: Provided, That if the 
contribution method of division is used 
and a preliminary farm yield was 
established for a tract before the tract 
become a part of the parent farm, the 
preliminary farm yield shall be the 
preliminary farm yield established for 
the tract, as adjusted by the factor(s) 
applied to the preliminary farm yield of 
the parent farm, which is determined in 
accordance with the provisions of 
§ 725.57, after the tract became a part of 
the parent farm. 


* * * 


10. In § 725.69, the introductory 
paragraph and paragraph (c)(3) are 
revised and paragraph {b)}{(6) is added to 
read as follows: 


§ 72559 Determination of acreage 
allotments for new farms. 

The acreage allotment for a new farm 
shall be that acreage which the county 
committee, with approval of the State 
committee, determines is fair and 
reasonable for the farm, taking into 
consideration the past tobacco 
experience of the farm operator; the 
land, labor, and equipment available for 
the production of tobacco; crop rotation 
practices; and the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of tobacco: Provided, That the acreage 
allotment so determined shall not 
exceed the smaller of one acre or 50 
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percent of the average of the acreage 
allotments established for not less than 
two nor more than five old farms which 
are similar with respect to land, labor, 
and equipment available for the 
production of tobacco, crop rotation 
practices, and the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of tobacco. 

(b) **e* : 

(6) Operator has not sold or forfeited 
allotment. During the current or the four 
preceding years the operator has not 
sold or forfeited any flue-cured tobacco 
allotment from any farm. 

(c) eee 

(3) Farm includes land formerly 
having tobacco allotment. A farm shall 
not be eligible for a new farm tobacco 
allotment if, during the current year or 
the four preceding years: (i) The farm 
had a tobacco allotment and the owner 
sold all of the allotment, or (ii) some of 
the land which comprises the farm was 
part of an old farm prior to a 
reconstitution and the owner of the old 
farm retained no tobacco allotment for 
such land when the tobacco allotment 
for the old farm was reconstituted by 
the designation method of division. 

11. Section 725.72 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.72 Transfer of tobacco marketing 
quotas by lease or by sale. 

(a) General. Effective with respect to 
the 1982 crop year for a lease and to the 
1983 crop year for a sale, a flue-cured 
tobacco marketing quota (including 
quota which has been pooled in 
accordance with the provisions of part 
719 of this chapter) may be transferred 
between farms within a county by sale 
or by lease. A flue-cured marketing 
quota also may be transferred by lease 
to a farm in an adjoining county within 
the same State when the State 
committee authorizes the county 
committee to approve the transfer of 
quota after June 15 if the lessor has 
suffered a loss of flue-cured tobacco as 
a result of a flood, hail, wind, tornado, 
or other natural disaster. 

(b) Sa/e. If the transfer is by sale, the 
transfer shall be based on part or all of 
the farm poundage quota. The maximum 
quota that may be transferred is the 
farm poundage quota. 

(c) Lease. If the transfer is by lease, 
the transfer shall be based on a portion 
or all of the effective farm poundage 
quota. The maximum quota that may be 
transferred is the effective farm 
poundage quota. 

(d) Transfer provisions. (1) 
Accumulation of quota. A transfer shall 
not be approved if the county committee 


determines that the primary purpose of 
the transfer is to accumulate the quota 
on the farm (i.e., alternately leasing to 
and from the farm for two or more years 
to maintain the quota without 
satisfactory evidence of plans for 
producing the quota on the receiving 
farm). 

(2) Subleasing. In order to determine 
whether there is any subleasing of an 
allotment and quota, the current year is 
divided into two periods, the period up 
to and including June 15 and the period 
after June 15. The county committee 
shall not appprove a transfer during 
either period if the effect would be both 
a transfer to and from the farm during 
the same period: Provided, That a 
transfer may be approved within any 
such period if an allotment and quota is 
transferred from a farm for one or more 
years and the farm subsequently is 
combined with another farm that 
otherwise is eligible to receive allotment 
and quota by lease. 

(3) Lessor farm. A transfer of quota 
from a farm by lease shall not be 
approved: 

(i) Purchased and/or reallocated 
quota. If the pounds of quota being 
transferred exceed the difference 
obtained by subtracting from the 
effective farm marketing quota the total 
pounds of quota purchased and/or 
reallocated from forfeited quota in the 
current and two preceding years, as 
adjusted to reflect both changes in 
county farm yields as provided in 
§ 725.56 and changes in national acreage 
factors which have occurred since each 
respective purchase and/or reallocation 
of quota: Provided, That this provision 
shall not apply to a transfer which is 
filed after June 15 under the natural 
disaster provisions of this section. 

(ii) New farm. If the farm is a new 
farm. 

(iii) Reduction pending. If 
consideration of an indicated violation 
is pending which may result in an 
allotment and quota reduction for the 
farm for the current year. However, if 
the county committee determines that a 
decision will not be made on the 
pending case on or before April 1, a 1- 
year transfer may be approved. 

(iv) Filed after June 15. If the transfer 
agreement is filed after June 15 unless 
the county committee in the county in 
which the farm is located for 
administrative purposes is authorized to 
permit leasing after June 15 in 
accordance with the natural disaster 
provisions of this section and the county 
committee determines that the: 

(a) Farm has suffered a loss of 10 
percent or more of the expected 
production from the acreage of flue- 
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cured tobacco planted for harvest in the 
current year. 

(b) Producer made reasonable and 
customary efforts to produce the 
effective farm marketing quota. 

(c) Producers on the farm qualify for 
price support in accordance with the 
provisions of Part 1464 of this title. 

(v) Consent of lienholder. For a 
multiple year lease if the farm is subject 
to a lien, unless the lienholder agrees in 
writing to the transfer. 

(vi) No Net Cost Tobacco Fund 
contribution. Unless the contribution 
required by § 1464.10 of this title is made 
to the No Net Cost Tobacco Fund, in 
accordance with instructions issued by 
the Deputy Administrator. 

(vii) Claim for tobacco marketing 
quota penalty. If a claim has been filed 
against the lessor for a tobacco 
marketing quota penalty and the claim 
remains unpaid: Provided, That this 
provision shall not apply if the claim is 
paid or the entire proceeds of the lease 
of the allotment and quota are applied 
against the claim and the county 
committee determines that the amount 
paid for the lease represents a 
reasonable price for the pounds of quota 
being leased. 

(viii) Forfeiture pending. To the extent 
that forfeiture of such allotment and 
quota is expected to become final before 
April 15. 

(4) Lessee farm. A transfer of quota to 
a farm by lease shall not be approved: 

(i) Tillable cropland limitation. If the 
pounds of quota being transferred plus 
the pounds of quota previously 
transferred to the farm by lease exceed 
the difference between the farm 
marketing quota and one-half the result 
obtained by multiplying the acres of 
tillable cropland by the farm yield: 
Provided, That this provision shall not 
be applicable to a transfer of quota 
which is filed after June 15 in 
accordance with the natural disaster 
provisions of this section. 

(ii) Current allotment. Unless the farm 
has a current flue-cured tobacco farm 
acreage allotment (i.e., old farm or new 
farm allotment). The effective quota on 
the farm may be zero pounds before the 
transfer of quota to the farm. 

(iii) Filed after June 15. If the transfer 
agreement is filed after June 15: 

(a) Unless the producers on the farm 
qualify for price support under the 
provisions of Part 1464 of this title; and 

(b) The pounds of quota to be 
transferred to the lessee farm exceed the 
difference obtained by subtracting the 
effective farm marketing quota (before 
the filing of the transfer agreement) for 
the lessee farm from the total pounds of 
tobacco marketed and/or available for 
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marketing {based on estimated pounds 
of tobacco on hand and/or in the 
process of being produced) from the 
farm in the current year. 

(5) Selling farm. A transfer of quota 
from a farm by sale shall not be 
approved: 

(i) Previous purchases and/or 
reallocated quota. If the farm marketing 
quota includes quota that was bought, 
and/or reallocated from quota which 
has been forfeited and the purchase 
and/or reallocation became effective 
during the current year or in the four 
preceding years: Provided, That this 
provision shall not be applicable if the 
quota being sold was purchased in such 
period, if forfeiture of such quota may be 
required by § 725.74, and if the pounds 
of quota being transferred do not exceed 
the pounds of quoia for which forfeiture 
otherwise és required in accordance 
with the provisions of § 725.74 (c) and 
(d). 

(ii) Reduction pending. If 
consideration of an indicated violation 
is pending which may result in an 
allotment and quota reduction for the 
farm for the current year. However, if 
the county committee determines that a 
decision will not be made on the 
pending case on or before April 1, a 
transfer may be approved. 

{iii) Forfeiture pending. If the 
agreement for transfer by sale is filed 
subsequent to the final date which is 
permitted for the sale of the allotment 
and quota in order to prevent forfeiture. 

(iv) Consent of lienholder. If the farm 
is subject to a lien unless the lienholder 
agrees in writing to the transfer: 
Provided, That consent of a lienholder is 
not required for a transfer of the pounds 
of quota for which forfeiture otherwise 
is required in accordance with the 
provisions of § 725.74 (c) and {d). 

(v) Claim for tobacco marketing quota 
penalty. If a claim has been filed against 
the seller fora tobacco marketing quota 
penalty and the claim remains unpaid: 
Provided, That this provision shall not 
be applicable if the claim for such 
penalty is paid or the entire proceeds of 
the sale of the allotment and quota are 
applied against the claim and the county 
committee determines that the amount 
paid represents a reasonable selling 
price for the pounds of quota being sold. 

(6) Buying farm. A transfer of quota to 
a farm by purchase shall not be 
approved: 

(i) Active producer. Unless the buyer 
is an active flue-cured tobacco producer. 

(ii) 77able cropland limitation. If the 
sum of the pounds of quota being 
transferred, plus the pounds of quota 
previously transferred to the farm in the 
current year by lease, exceeds the 
difference between the farm marketing 


quota and one-half the result obtained 
by multiplying the acres of tillable 
cropland by the farm yield. 

(iii) Quota previously sold. ff the farm 
owner sold quota from the farm during 
the current or any of the four preceding 
years or two years if such sale was to 
prevent a forfeiture of the quota. 

(e) Transfer agreement. In order for a 
transfer of allotment and quota by lease 
or sale to be approved in the current 
year the transfer must be: 

(1) Form. Recorded on Form ASCS- 
375. 

(2) Signatures. Agreed upon and 
signed by: 

(i) Lease. The owner of the 
transferring farm and the owner or 
operator of the receiving farm. 

{ii) Sa/e. The owner of the selling farm 
and an active flue-cured tobacco 
producer who is the buyer. If the buyer 
is neither owner or operator of the farm 
to which the allotment and quota will be 
assigned, the owner or operator of the 
farm must give written consent for the 
allotment and quota to be assigned to 
the farm. 

(3) Where to file. Filed in the county 
ASCS office which serves the county in 
which ‘the transferring farm is located 
for administrative purposes. 

(4) When to file. Filed on or before: 

(i) Lease. April 15: Provided, That a 
transfer agreement filed on or before 
June 15 may be considered to have been 


filed on April 15 if the county committee, 


with concurrence of the State 
committee, determines that on or before 
April 15 ‘the lessee and lessor agreed to 
transfer the quota but the transfer 
agreement was not filed timely as the 
result of conditions beyond the control 
of either the lessee or lessor: Provided 
further, That a transfer may be 
approved if the transfer agreement is 
filed on or before November 15 in 
accordance with the natural disaster 
provisions of this section. 

(ii) Save. June 15. 

(f) Period of Jease. A transfer by lease 
may be fora period of one to five years: 
Provided, That the lease shall be limited 
to‘one year if the transfer agreement is 
filed after June 15 im accordance with 
the natural disaster provisions of this 
section. 

(g) Compliance statement for Jease. 
Only the lessor and lessee {or the lessor 
or lessee and any attorney, trustee, 
bank, or other agent or representative, 
who regularly represents either the 
lessor or lessee in business transactions 
unrelated to the production or marketing 
of tobacco) may be parties to, or 
involved in the arrangements for, a 
transfer of flue-cured tobacco allotment 
and quota. In order for a transfer of 


_allotment and quota by lease to be valid, 
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both the lessor and the lessee shall file a 
statement, on a form approved by the 
Deputy Administrator, in the county 
ASCS office of the county in which the 
lease is filed certifying that the lease is 
in compliance with the provisions in this 
section. If, after the lease agreement is 
approved, information is brought to the 
attention of the county committee which 
indicates that either the lessor or the 
lessee, or both, knowingly filed a false 
certification, the county committee shall 
schedule a hearing and notify such 
person of the time and place of the 
hearing, and afford such person an 
opportunity to be present and present 
evidence at the hearing with respect to 
the allegation of a false certification. If, 
as a result of the evidence presented, 
the county committee determines that 
such person knowingly made a false 
certification, the county committee shall 
notify the person of the determination 
and afford such person 15 days after 
mailing of the notice to request a review 
of the determination by a review 
committee as provided by Part 711 of 
this chapter. If it is determined that a 
lessor knowingly made a false 
certification, the following shall occur: 

(1) Lessor. The next flue-cured 
tobacco allotment established for the 
lessor farm shall be reduced by 
thatpercentage which the leased quota 
was of the flue-cured tobacco farm 
marketing quota for the farm in the year 
of the lease. 

(2) Lessee. The lessee shall be 
ineligible for price support and a “No 
Price Support” marketing card shall be 
issued for the farm for marketing the 
current year crop of flue-cured tobacco 
which is marketed after the 
determination is made: Provided, That a 
“No Price Support” marketing card shall 
be issued in a year subsequent to the 
first year such card is issued if the 
cumulative pounds of tobacco marketed 
with the “No Price Support” marketing 
card are less than the pounds leased as 
the result of a false certification: 
Provided further, That after the 
cumulative marketings identified with 
the “No Price Support” marketing card 
issued for the farm are equal to or 
greater than the pounds Jeased as a 
result of a false certification, the 
marketing card may be exchanged at the 
county ASCS office for a marketing card 
without such notation if the farm and 
producer are otherwise eligible for price 
support. 

(h) Approval or disapproval of a 
transfer agreement. The county 
committee shall approve or disapprove 
each transfer agreement. The county 
committee shall approve each transfer 
agreement which meets the eligibility 





conditions as set forth in this section: 
Provided, That the county committee 
may delegate authority to the county 
executive director or other county office 
employee to act on behalf of the county 
committee and approve a transfer 
agreement which meets the eligibility 
conditions as set forth in this section. 
Such delegation of authority may 
authorize the county executive director 
or county office employee to approve 
any transfer agreement or the delegation 
of authority may be limited to approval 
of either transfers by lease or transfers 
by sale. Only the county committee shall 
disapprove a transfer agreement. 

(1) Time for determination. Any 
approval or disapproval by the county 
committee of a transfer agreement 
should be made within 30 days after the 
transfer agreement is filed with the 
county committee unless additional time 
is required as the result of conditions 
beyond the control of the county 
committee. However, if an agreement is 
filed after June 15 which provides for the 
sale of an allotment and quota, a 
transfer agreement shall not be 
approved until the next year’s allotment 
and quota is computed for the selling 
farm. In addition, if a marketing quota 
referendum will be conducted to 
determine whether or not quotas will be 
in effect for the crop, a transfer 
agreement shall not be approved until 
the Secretary announces that quotas 
have been approved by referendum. 

(2) Effective date. An approved 
transfer agreement shall become 
effective during the current crop year, 
except that if an agreement to sell an 
allotment and quota is filed after June 15 
of the current year, such agreement shall 
become effective for the next crop year. 

(i) Allotment and quota after transfer 
by lease. The effective farm marketing 
quota and the effective farm acreage 
allotment shail be determined for both 
the lessee farm and the lessor farm in 
accordance with the provisions of 
§§ 725.58 and 725.60. 

(j) Apportionment of data and 
determination of allotment and quota 
after transfer of quota by sale.—{1) 
Apportionment of data for the selling 
farm. The pounds of farm marketing 
quota retained on the selling farm after 
the sale of quota shall be divided by the 
farm marketing quota established for the 
selling farm before the sale to determine 
a factor for apportioning farm data for 
the current year and for the base period. 
The data to be retained on the selling 
farm shall be determined by multiplying 
the factor by the following data: : 

(i) The planted and considered 
planted acres for the base period; 

(ii) The history acres for the base 
period; 


(iii) The farm acreage allotment for 
the current year and for the base period; 

(iv) The amount of any 
overmarketings which have not been 
subtracted when a determination is 
made of the effective farm marketing 
quota of the selling farm; 

(v) The pounds of quota which have 
been transferred from the selling farm 
by lease in the current year; 

(vi) The acres of allotment which have 
been reduced in the current year as the 
result of a marketing quota violation in a 
prior year; 

(vii) The pounds of quota transferred 
to the farm by lease in the previous 
year; 

(viii) The previous year’s farm 
marketing quota; 

(ix) The previous year's effective farm 
marketing quota; and 

(x) The previous year’s marketings. 

(2) Apportionment of data for the 
buying farm. The pounds of farm 
marketing quota which have been 
purchased shall be divided by the farm 
yield for the buying farm in order to 
determine the farm acreage allotment 
for the buying farm. The buying farm's 
share of other farm data shall be 
determined by subtracting the acres or 
pounds, as applicable, which are 
retained on the selling farm from the 
acres or pounds which were established 
for the selling farm before the current 
sale of quota: Provided, That the acres 
computed for the acres of reduction 
resulting from a marketing quota 
violation for the buying farm shall be 
multiplied by a factor determined by 
dividing the farm yield of the selling 
farm by the farm yield of the buying 
farm in order to determine the acres of 
reduction from the buying farm for the 
current year: Provided further, That the 
pounds of quota transferred from the 
selling farm by lease and/or the acres of 
allotment reduction resulting from a 
marketing quota violation on the selling 
farm may be apportioned between the 
farms in accordance with a written 
agreement between the buyer and the 
seller if the farm marketing quota 
retained on the selling farm is sufficient 
to satisfy the pounds of quota which are 
leased, the pounds of quota which have 
been reduced as the result of a 
marketing quota violation, and the 
overmarketings for the farm, if any. The 
data determined in accordance with this 
paragraph shall be added to any 
previous data for the buying farm. 

(3) Allotment and quota. After 
adjusting the data in accordance with 
the provisions of this section, the farm 
acreage allotment, the effective farm 
acreage allotment, and the effective 
farm marketing quota shall be 
determined in accordance with 
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§§ 725.58 and 725.60 for both the buying 
farm and the selling farm. 

(k) Effect on price support eligibility. 
If a lease agreement is filed after the 
farm operator reports the acreage of 
tobacco on the farm in the current year, 
the effective farm acreage allotment 
which has been determined prior to the 
approval of the transfer will be used in 
determining price support eligibility for 
the farm. 

(1) Natural disaster.—{1) State 
committee authorization. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this section, the State committee may 
authorize the county committee to 
approve a transfer of quota by lease 
which is filed after June 15 if: 

(i) County committee determination. 
The county committee of the county in 
which the lessor farm is located 
determines that as a result of drought, 
hail, wind, excessive rain, tornado, or 
other natural disaster, the county has 
suffered a loss of 10 percent or more of 
the expected yield from the acreage of 
flue-cured tobacco planted for harvest in 
the current year and the State committee 
concurs in such determination. 

(ii) County committee 
recommendation. The county committee 
of the county in which a natural disaster 
loss occurred recommends to the State 
committee that the county committee be 
authorized to approve a transfer of a 
quota by lease when filed after June 15, 
if the agreement otherwise complies 
with the provisions of this section. 

(iii) Tobacco program not impaired by 
transfer. The State committee 
determines that transfer of quota after 
June 15 will not impair the effective 
operation of the tobacco marketing 
quota or price support program. 

(2) Eligible farms. In any county for 
which a transfer of quota is authorized 
after June 15 because of disaster 
conditions, a lessor farm may transfer 
quota by lease after June 15 to a lessee 
farm in the same county or in an 
adjoining county within the State if such 
farms otherwise meet the eligibility 
requirements specified in this section. 

(3) Adjoining county. As used in this 
section, the phrase “adjoining county” 
means a county having a common 
border with another county in the same 
State if such common border is more 
than the point at which intersecting lines 
meet. 

(m) Carryover tobacco. If tobacco is 
marketed after the entire farm marketing 
quota of the producing farm has been 
transferred by sale, the tobacco shall be 
considered as having been marketed on 
each farm to which farm marketing 
quota was transferred by sale in 
accordance with a transfer agreement 
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filed after June 15 of the last year in 
which a farm marketing quota was 
established for the producing farm. Such 
marketing shall be prorated to each farm 
in proportion to the pounds of farm 
poundage quota purchased by each 
farm. If there was more than one farm to 
which a farm marketing quota was 
transferred by sale, the marketing quota 
may be assigned to the farms in the 
manner agreed to in writing by each of 
the buyers of such farm marketing 
quota. 

(n) Farm division after transfer by 
lease. If a farm is divided after there has 
been a transfer of a marketing quota to 
the farm by lease, the transferred quota 
shall be divided in the manner which is 
designated in writing by the lessee. In 
the absence of a written designation, the 
leased quota shall be apportioned in the 
same manner as the farm acreage 
allotment of the parent farm. 

(co) Multiple year lease. (1) The 
acreage allotment and/or marketing 
quota on the lessee farm having a 
multiple-year lease shall be adjusted for 
each year for which a transfer 
agreement is in effect to reflect any 
change in the farm yield or to reflect any 
decrease in the national acreage factor 
which causes the farm marketing quota 
established for the lessor farm to be less 
than the pounds of quota which have 
been transferred to the lessee farm. 

(2) Notwithstanding any other 
provisions of this section, a previously 
approved multiple-year lease shall not 
be effective in the current year unless 
the contribution required by § 1464.10 of 
this title to the No Net Cost Tobacco 
Fund is made for the current year in 
accordance with instructions issued by 
the Deputy Administrator. 

(p) Cancellation of transfer. (1) A 
transfer of allotment and quota under 
this section which was approved in 
error or on the basis of incorrect 
information furnished by the parties to 
the agreement shall be canceled by the 
county committee. For the purpose of 
determining any overmarketings and 
undermarketings from the farms, and for 
the purpose of determining eligibility for 
price support and marketing quota 
penalties, the cancellation shall be 
effective as of the date of approval. 
However, such cancellation shall not be 
effective for the current marketing year 
for price support and marketing quota 
penalties purposes if: (i) The transfer 
approval was made in error or on the 
basis of incorrect information which had 
been unknowingly furnished by the 
parties to the agreement; and (ii) the 
parties to the transfer agreement were 
not notified of the cancellation before 
the marketing for the receiving farm 
exceeded the correct effective farm 


marketing quota. The‘provisions of this 
paragraph shall not preclude any 
application of the provisions with 
respect to erroneous notice which are 
set forth in § 725.70. 

(2) If a transfer of an allotment and 
quota is canceled because of fraud on 
the part of the owner of the transferring 
farm but no fraud is attributable to 
either the owner or operator of the 
receiving farm, such cancellation shall 
be effective as of the date of approval of 
the transfer except for purposes of 
determining eligibility for price support 
and marketing quota penalties for the 
receiving farm. In such case, the 
overmarketings shall be charged against 
the farm from which the transfer of 
allotment and quota was made if the 
farm, after any reconstitution which 
may be necessary as a result of the 
fraud, is assigned an allotment and 
quota against which the overmarketings 
could be charged. Otherwise, the 
overmarketings shall be charged against 
any other farm involved in the fraud 
having an allotment and quota after any 
reconstitution required by such fraud. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, any 
overmarketings on the receiving farm 
which are in excess of the amount of 
quota involved in the canceled transfer 
shall be charged against the receiving 
farm. 

(q) Dissolution or revision of a 
transfer agreement. A transfer 
agreement may be dissolved or minor 
revisions made with respect to such 
agreement if a written request by all 
parties to the agreement is made to the 
county committee by November 15 of 
the current crop year. After any such 
dissolution or revision of a transfer 
agreement, an official notice of the 
acreage allotment and marketing quota 
shall be issued by the county committee 
to each of the operators involved in the 
transfer agreement. If a request to 
dissolve or revise a multiple-year lease 
is made after November 15 of the 
current crop year, but before the last 
crop year for which the transfer 
agreement is effective, the next 
allotments and quotas established for 
the farms shall reflect the dissolution or 
revision. 

(r) Considered planted credit—lessor 
farm. Considered planted credit shall be 
given to the lessor farm for the tobacco 
acreage allotment which is deducted as 
the result of the transfer of quota from 
the farm by lease. 

12. In § 725.73, paragraph (c) is added 
to read as follows: 


§ 725.73 Determining tobacco history 
acreages. 


* * * * * 
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(c) History acreage reduced to zero. 
Notwithstanding any other provisions of 


_this section, the history acres for the 


current year and for each year of the 
base period shall be reduced to zero if: 

(1) A new farm allotment was 
canceled; 

(2) The allotment was in a pool 
established in accordance with the 
eminent domain provisions of Part 719 
of this chapter and the period of 
eligibility to transfer the allotment from 
the pool has expired; or 

(3) The county committee determines 
that the farm has been retired from 
agricultural production and the 
allotment is not eligible for pooling in 
accordance with the eminent domain 
provisions of Part 719 of this chapter. 

13. Section 725.74 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.74 Forfeiture of allotment and quota. 


(a) Determination of allotment and 
quota subject to forfeiture. (1) For 
purposes of paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section, the phrase “owns a farm” 
means ownership of: 

(i) A farm as constituted under Part 
719 of this chapter if the entire farm 
shares a common ownership; or 

(ii) All of the land within a farm which 
shares common ownership (commonly 
referred to as a “tract’”) if the parent 
farm consists of separate ownership 
tracts of land. 

(2) For purposes of paragraphs (b) and 
(c) of this section, the county committee 
shall apportion, in accordance with the 
provisions of Part 719 of this chapter, the 
flue-cured tobacco allotment and quota 
assigned to a farm between the various 
tracts of land which are separately 
owned by: 

(i) A person which is not significantly 
involved in the management or use of 
land for agricultural purposes, as may 
be described in paragraph (b) of this 
section. 

(ii) An individual, or owned by a 
person which is significantly involved in 
the management or use of land for 
agricultural purposes. 

(3) An allotment and quota shall be 
determined for a tract under paragraph 
(a)(2)(ii) of this section only to the 
extent that records are available to 
show the contribution which the tract 
made to the flue-cured tobacco 
allotment of the parent farm. 

(4) The farm acreage allotment and 
farm marketing quota determined under 
this section for each farm or tract, as 
applicable, will be the amount of 
allotment and quota subject to forfeiture 
under this section. 

(b) [Reserved.] 
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(c) Flue-cured tobacco farm acreage 
allotment exceeds 50 percent of tillable 
cropland. If any person owns a farm for 
which the flue-cured tobacco farm 
acreage allotment assigned to the land 
owned by the person exceeds 50 percent 
of the tillable cropland on such farm, the 
person shall take steps, such as the sale 
of allotment, the purchase of tillable 
cropland, or conversion of land to 
tillable cropland status, which will 
result in elimination of the excess or the 
person shall forfeit flue-cured tobacco 
farm acreage allotment equal to the 
amount of such excess that remains on 
or after: 

(1) Farm owned on or before 
December 1, 1983. December 1, 1983: 
Provided, That if the farm is acquired 
after September 1, 1983 the date may be 
extended by the county committee to 
July 1, 1984 if before December 1, 1983 
the owner requests such extension in 
writing. 

(2) Farm acquired after December 1, 
1983. July 1 of the year after the year of 
acquisition. 

(3) Farm includes purchased 
allotment. Notwithstanding the 
provisions of paragraphs (c) (1) and (2) 
of this section, if the flue-cured tobacco 
farm acreage allotment includes acreage 
of purchased allotment and the flue- 
cured tobacco farm acreage allotment 
exceeds 50 percent of the tillable 
cropland because the owner disposed of 
an acreage of tillable cropland after 
purchasing the allotment, the forfeiture 
shall not take place until July 1 of the 
year after the year of such disposal. 

(4) Increase in allotment resulting 
from changes in county yields or change 
in national acreage factor. July 1 of the 
year after the crop year for which the 
change(s) become effective. 

(d) Buyer of allotment fails to share in 
risk of production.—(1) Forfeiture 
required. If any person buys a flue-cured 
acreage allotment and quota under the 
provisions of § 725.72 and such person 
fails to share in the risk of producing the 
tobacco which was planted under such 
allotment and quota during any of the 
five crop years beginning with the crop 
year for which the purchase became 
effective, such person shall forfeit the 
purchased allotment and quota which is 
not sold on or before December 31 of the 
year after the crop year in which such 
crop was planted. 

(2) Failure to utilize purchased 
ailotment and quota. Failure to utilize 
purchased allotment and quota shall not 
subject such allotment and quota to 
forfeiture, but the five year period of 
paragraph (d)(1) of this section shall be 
extended one year for each year in 
which the allotment and quota is not 
utilized. 


(3) Reduction for failure to share in 
risk of production. The effective 
allotment and quota shall be reduced, 
but not below zero acres or pounds, for 
planting, leasing, and marketing quota 
purposes only, to the extent of 
purchased allotment and quota for each 
crop year after the crop year in which 
the buyer of such allotment and quota 
fails to share in the risk of producing a 
crop of tobacco planted under such 
allotment and quota. 

(4) Determining forfeited amount. If 
only part of the allotment and quota on 
a farm resulted from purchased 
allotment and quota, the amount of farm 
marketing quota which must be forfeited 
under paragraph (d) of this section shall 
be determined by: 

(i) Increasing or decreasing each - 
respective purchase of farm acreage 
allotment for the farm to reflect changes 
in county farm yields as provided in 
§ 725.56 and changes in national acreage 
factors. 

(ii) Adding the amounts determined in 
paragraph (d)(4)(i) of this section, 
multiplying the result by the farm yield 
for the farm, and subtracting the pounds 
of quota which have been sold to 
prevent forfeiture. 

(e) Hearing. Before any forfeiture of 
allotment and quota becomes effective 
under the provisions of this section, the 
county committee shall: 

(1) Schedule a hearing for the affected 
person. 

(2) Notify the affected person of the 
hearing at least 10 days in advance of 
the hearing. 

(3) Make a determination, on the basis 
of the evidence presented at the hearing, 
as to whether or not the affected person 
knowingly failed to take steps to prevent 
forfeiture of allotment and quota. 

(4) Notify the affected person of the 
county committee determination and, if 
forfeiture of allotment and quota is to be 
required, afford such person an 
opportunity to appeal to a review 
committee under the provision of Part 
711 of this chapter. 

(5) Wait until the period has passed 
for the affected person to appeal the 
county committee or review committee 
determination that allotment and quota 
must be forfeited under the provisions of 
this section. 

(f) Apportionment of data and 
determination of ailotment and quota 
after forfeiture.—{1) Apportionment of 
data. The pounds of farm marketing 
quota retained on the forfeiting farm 
after the forfeiture shall be divided by 
the farm marketing quota established for 
the forfeiting farm before the forfeiture 
to determine a factor for apportioning 
farm data for the current year and for 
the base period. The data to be retained 
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on the forfeiting farm shall be 
determined by multiplying the factor by 
the following data of the forfeiting farm: 

(i) The planted and considered 
planted acres for the base period. 

(ii) The history acres for the base 
period. 

(iii) The farm acreage allotment for 
the base period. 

(iv) The overmarketings which have 
not been subtracted when determining 
the effective farm marketing quota of the 
forfeiting farm. 

(v) The pounds of quota transferred 
from the forfeiting farm by lease in the 
current year. 

(vi) The acres of allotment reduced in 
the current year for a marketing quota 
violation in a prior year. 

(vii) The previous year’s effective 
farm marketing quota. 

(viii) The previous year’s marketings. 

{ix) The previous year’s farm 
marketing quota. 

(x) The pounds of quota transferred to 
the farm by lease in the previous year. 

The portion of the forfeiting farm data 
which shall be included in a forfeiture 
pool for the county shall be determined 
by subtracting the acres of pounds 
which are retained on the forfeiting farm 
from the acres or pounds established for 
the forfeiting farm before the forfeiture. 

(2) Forfeiture pool data. The data for 
the forfeiture pool shall be added to any 
previous data in the forfeiture pool. 

(3) Allotment and quota after 
forfeiture. After adjustment of data, the 
farm acreage allotment, the effective 
farm acreage allotment and the effective 
farm marketing quota shall be 
determined according to §§ 725.58 and 
725.60 for the forfeiting farm. 

(g) Forfeiture pool. (1) Forfeiture poo! 
required. A forfeiture pool shall be 
established in each county in which a 
forfeiture of allotment and quota occurs. 
The forfeiture pool shall be increased to 
include data for each forfeiture and 
shall be decreased for each reallocation 
so as to reflect forfeiture or reallocated 
amounts of: 

(i) The farm acreage allotment for the 
current year and for the base period. 

{ii) The farm marketing quota for the 
current year and for the base period. 

(iii) The acres reduced for violation. 

(iv) The quota transferred from the 
forfeiting farm by lease. 

(v) The planted and considered 
planted acres for the base period. 

(vi) The history acres for base period. 

(vii) The previous year's effective 
farm marketing quota. 

(viii) The previous year’s marketings. 

(2) Farm yield for forfeiture pool. For 
each year, the farm yield for the 
forfeiture pool shall be determined by 
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dividing the farm marketing quota in the 
forfeiture pool by the farm acreage 
allotment in the forfeiture pool. The 
preliminary farm yield for the forfeiture 
pool shall be determined by dividing the 
farm yield by the national yield factor. 

(3) Adjustment of data in forfeiture 
pool. At the beginning of the current 
year, the data in the forfeiture pool shall 
be adjusted by the factors used in 
determining yields, allotments, and 
quotas for old farms. Acreage and quota 
data in the forfeiture pool shall be 
decreased each time quota is 
reallocated from the forfeiture pool, such 
decrease to be made in the same 
proportion as the pounds of quota 
reallocated from the pool are to the 
pounds of quota in the pool before the 
reallocation. 

(h) Reallocation of allotment and 
quota from forfeiture pool.—{1) 
Application. In order to establish 
eligibility to receive allotment and quota 
from the forfeiture pool in the current 
year, an application must be made on a 
form approved by the Deputy 
Administrator. Such application must be 
filed: 

(i) Who may file. By an active 
producer. 

(ii) When to file. On or before March 
31: Provided, That the State committee 
may establish an earlier date if notice is 
given to such earlier date in time for 
interested applicants to file by such 
date. 

(iii) Where to file. At the county ASCS 
office which serves the farm for which 
the application is filed. 

(2) Eligibility of applicant. In order for 
an applicant to be eligible for allotment 
and quota from the forfeiture pool the 
county committee must determine that: 

(i) The application was filed timely. 

(ii) The applicant is an active 
producer. 

(iii) During the current year or during 
the four years preceding the current year 
the applicant has not: 

(a) Sold or forfeited allotment and 
quota from any farm. 

(b) Used the designation method of 
division to retain less allotment than the 
farm would have retained by another 
method of division. 

(3) Time to reallocate. The county 
committee shall: 

(i) Not reallocate any allotment and 
quota from the forfeiture pool until the 
time has passed for filing an application 
for forfeited allotment and quota for the 
current year. 

(ii) Reallocate any allotment and 
quota from the forfeiture pool only 
during the 30-day period beginning on 
the day after the final date for filing an 
application for allotment and quota from 
the forfeiture pool. 


(4) Reallocation by county committee. 
Reallocation of any allotment and quota 
shall be by the county committee. In 
making its determination of the amounts 
to reallocate, the county committee may 
consider the size of the current 
allotments on the farms of the eligible 
applicants, the length of time the 
applicants have been farming tobacco, 
the type of farming done by the 
applicants, (i.e., livestock, grain, or other 
commodities), previous leasing history 
of applicant, and other factors which in 
the judgment of the county committee 
should be considered. Allotment and 
quota may be reallocated to a farm 
which currently does not have a flue- 
cured tobacco allotment. A factor shall 
not be used to reallocate allotment and 
quota between all eligible applicants. 

(5) Basis for reallocation from 
forfeiture pool. Reallocation from the 
forfeiture pool shall be on the basis of 
pounds of farm marketing quota. 

(6) Amount of quota to reallocate. The 
county committee may reallocate all or 
part of the quota in the forfeiture pool. 
The minimum and maximum amounts of 
quota which may be reallocated to an 
eligible applicant are: 

(i) Minimum. The total amount of 
quota in the pool or 200 pounds, 
whichever is less. 

(ii) Maximum. 1,000 pounds: Provided, 
That with State committee approval up 
to 2,500 pounds may be reallocated. 

(7) Data for receiving farm. All quota 
data for the forfeiture pool shall be 
apportioned to the receiving farm in the 
proportion that the reallocated farm 
marketing quota is to the total farm 
marketing quota in the forfeiture pool 
before the reallocation. The pounds of 
farm marketing quota reallocated to a 
farm shall be divided by the farm yield 
for the farm to determine the amount of 
reallocated farm acreage allotment. The 
data determined for the receiving farm 
in accordance with the provisions in this 
paragraph shall be added to any 
previous data for the receiving farm. 

(8) Allotment and quota for receiving 
farm. After any adjustments which are 
made in accordance with the provisions 
of this section, the farm acreage 
allotment, the effective farm acreage 
allotment, and the effective farm 
marketing quota shall be determined for 
the receiving farm in accordance with 
§ § 725.58 and 725.60. 

(i) Forfeiture of reallocated allotment 
and quota. Allotment and quota which is 
reallocated to a farm under the 
provisions of this section shall be 
forfeited if the applicant to whom the 
allotment and quota is reallocated fails 
to share in the risk of production of 
tobacco produced under such allotment 
and quota during any of the five years 
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beginning with the crop year during 
which the allotment and quota is 
reallocated. The amount of farm 
marketing quota which must be forfeited 
shall be determined in the same manner 
as is provided in paragraph (d)(4) of this 
section for forfeiture of purchased quota. 
Forfeiture shall occur on December 1 of 
the year in which the applicant fails to 
share in the risk of production of 
tobacco produced under such allotment 
and quota: Provided, That while the 
failure to utilize such allotment and 
quota shall not subject such allotment 
and quota to forfeiture, the five year 
period, as provided for in this 
paragraph, shall be extended by a year 
for each year in which the allotment and 
quota is not utilized. 

(j) Successor-in-interest. The 
successor-in-interest shall be subject to 
the provisions in this section in the same 
manner and to the same extent as would 
be applicable to the person whose 
interest was assumed. 

(1) New owner of farm. The new 
owner of a farm on which a portion or 
all of the farm acreage allotment and 
farm marketing quota was purchased 
shall become the successor-in-interest to 
the buyer of the allotment and quota. 

(2) Buyer no longer shares in risk of 
production. The owner of a farm shall 
become the successor-in-interest to the 
buyer of allotment and quota which was 
transferred to a farm which was not 
owned by such buyer if the buyer ceases 
to share in the risk of production of 
tobacco produced on the farm. 

14. Section 725.86 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.86 Lien for penalty. 


(a) Lien on tobacco. Until the amount 
of any penalty which is imposed in 
accordance with section 314 of the Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1314) is paid, a lien on the 
tobacco with respect to which such 
penalty is incurred, and on any other 
tobacco which is marketed in the same 
or a subsequent marketing year which is 
subject to marketing quotas in which the 
person liable for payment of the penalty 
has an interest, shall exist in favor of the 
United States for the amount of the 
penalty. 

(b) Lien precedence. The lien on any 
other tobacco attaches at the time the 
debt is entered on a debt record in: 

(1) Indebted producers. The county 
ASCS office for the county in which a 
subsequent crop of tobacco is grown. 

(2) Indebted warehouseman. The State 
ASCS office for the State in which the 
warehouse is located. 

(3) Indebted dealer. The State ASCS 
Office for the State to which the dealer 
is required to file reports. 
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(c) List of tobacco marketing penalty 
debts. Each county and State ASCS 
office shall maintain a list of tobacco 
marketing penalty debts which have 
been entered on the debt record for the 
respective office. The list shall be 
available for examination upon written 
request by any interested person. 

15. In § 725.87, paragraph (d) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 725.87 Issuance of marketing cards. 


* * * * * 


(d) “No Price Support.” The notation 
“No Price Support” shall be entered on 
each marketing card issued for the use 
of: 

(1) Farm. Any producer on the farm if 
the producers on the farm are ineligible 
for price support under the provisions of 
Part 1464 of this title. 

(2) Producer. A producer on a farm if 
the producer is ineligible for price 
support under the provisions of Part 
1464 of this title. 

16. In § 725.88, paragraph (a) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 725.88 Claim stamping and replacing 
marketing cards. 

(a) Claim stamping. If a person is 
indebted to the United States and such 
indebtedness has been recorded on the 
county debt record, any marketing card 
issued for the farm on which the person 
has a producer interest shall bear the 
notation “U.S. Claim” followed by the 
amount of the indebtedness. The name 
of the debtor-producer, if different from 
the farm operator, shall be recorded 
directly under the claim notation. The 
notation “TMQ” indicating tobacco 
marketing quota as the type of 
indebtedness shall constitute notice to 
any buyer that until the amount of 
penalty is paid, the United States has a 
lien with respect to any crop of tobacco 
in which the debtor-producer has an 
interest. A claim notation other than 
“TMQ” shall constitute notice to any 
buyer that subject to prior liens, the net 
proceeds from any tobacco placed under 
price support loan shall be paid to the 
“Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA” to the 
extent of the indebtedness shown. The 
acceptance and use of a marketing card 
bearing a notation and information 
concerning an indebtedness to the 
United States shall not constitute a 
waiver by the debtor-producer of any 
right to contest the validity of such 
indebtedness by appropriate appeal. As 
claim collections are made, the amount 
of the claim shown on the card shall be 
revised to show the claim balance. If 
requested by the producer, the county 
executive director who issued the 


marketing card shall issue a claim-free 
marketing card when the claim has been 
paid. 

17. In § 725.94, paragraph (c) is 
amended by removing the second 
sentence and a new paragraph (h) is 
added to read as follows: 


§ 725.94 Penalties considered to be due 
from warehousemen, dealers, buyers, and 
others exciuding producers. 

* * * * * 

(h) Floor sweepings. Effective for the 
1982 and subsequent crops of tobacco, 
any person who markets floor 
sweepings in excess of allowable floor 
sweepings shall be subject to a civil 
penalty of 150 percent of the average 
market price, as specified in § 725.92, for 
the immediately preceding marketing 
year. The calculated penalty rate shall 
be rounded to the nearest whole cent. 
Any floor sweepings on hand more than 
15 days after the warehouse closes for 
the auction season shall be considered 
as marketed. The floor sweepings on 
hand shall be weighed by the 
warehouseman and the weight shall be 
certified by the warehouseman, such 
weighing to be done in the presence of a 
representative of either the county 
committee or the State committee. Floor 
sweepings which are destroyed in the 
presence of a representative of the 
county committee within 15 days after 
the warehouse closes for the season 
shall not be considered as marketed 
when determining the quantity of floor 
sweepings marketed. If the county 
committee determines, after the 
warehouse has been closed for the 
auction season for more than 15 days, 
that the cumulative quantity of floor 
sweepings marketed and considered 
marketed in the current marketing year 
is in excess of the allowable floor 
sweepings, the person responsible for 
such marketings shall be given notice of 
the determination and shall be afforded 
an opportunity to request 
reconsideration of such determination in 
accordance with the provisions of Part 
780 of this chapter. A determination that 
a civil penalty is due for marketing floor 
sweepings in excess of the allowable 
floor sweepings shall not become final 
and shall not be assessed until such 
person has been afforded an opportunity 
to a hearing and such person has 
exhausted the applicable administrative 
remedies. The notice of assessment shall 
require such person to pay the civil 
penalty to the “Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service, 
USDA” within 15 days after the date of 
mailing of the notice. 

18. In § 725.95, paragraph (d) is 
corrected by removing “(c)” in the first 
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sentence after the proviso and inserting 
“(d)” in its place, and paragraph (f) is 
added ro read as follows: 


§ 725.95 Producer penalties; false 
identification; failure to account; canceled 
allotments; overmarketing proportionate 
share. 


7 + * * * 


(f) Ineligible for price support. 
Effective for the 1983 and subsequent 
crops, a penalty at the basic rate as 
specified in § 725.92 for the current 
marketing year shall be assessed on any 
marketings of flue-cured tobacco by any 
producer on a farm if such producer is 
ineligible for price support because the 
farm operator or other producer on the 
farm has not agreed to make 
contribution to the No Net Cost Fund as 
provided in Part 1464 of this title. 

19. In § 725.98, paragraph(g) is 
amended by removing the word 
“effective” from the first sentence, 
paragraph (n) is revised, and paragraph 
(p) is added to read as follows: 


§ 725.98 Producer’s records and reports. 


* * * * * 


(n) Correction of farm records. If the 
farm marketing records for a farm are 
determined to be incorrect, the records 
shall be corrected. 


* * * © * 


(p) Effect of false identification on 
establishing future farm marketing 
quotas. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this section, if a producer 
falsely identifies tobacco as having been 
produced on or marketed from a farm, 
the quantity of the tobacco which is 
falsely identified shall be considered, for 
the purpose of establishing future farm 
marketing quotas, as having been 
produced on both the farm for which it 
was identified as having been produced 
and the farm of actual production, if 
known, or, as the case may be, such 
quantity of tobacco shall be considered 
as actually marketed from the farm. 

20. In § 725.99, paragraph (a)(4)(xvii) is 
amended by removing the words “Data 
Systems Field Office (DSFO)” and 
inserting, in their place, the words 
“Kansas City Field Office (KCFO)”; 
paragraph (d)(2) is amended by 
removing “DSFO” and inserting, in its 
place, “KCFO”; and paragraphs (g)(12) 
and (k) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 725.99 Warehouseman’s records and 
reports. 


* * * * * 


)* * * 


(g 

(12) The totals of the resales column 
on Form MQ-79 representing the 
nonauction resales (including floor 
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sweepings nonauction sales) by the 
rehouse. 


* * * * * 


(k) Basket ticket and bill-out invoice. 
At the ‘time ‘tobacco is ‘weighed for 
marketing, the warehouseman shail 
record the weight-of the basket or sheet 
of tobacco on the tobacco sale bill and 
on the basket ticket. The sale bill 
number on which the basket-or sheet of 
tobacco is recorded shall 'be recorded on 
the basket ticket. If the marketing card 
which is presented to identify the 
tobacco at weigh-in bears the notation 
“No Price Support”, the same notation 
shall be entered by the warehouseman 
on the basket ‘ticket foreach basket or 
sheet of tebacco which is identified with 
the same marketing card. When ‘the 
tobacco‘has been sold at auction, the 
bilkout invoice to'the buyer shall 
include ‘the warehouse registration 
numiber (warehouse code), sale bill 
number, and line number on which the 
basket or sheet of tobacco was recorded 
on thesale bill. 

21. In ‘§ 725.100, paragraphs fa), (b), 
(c)(1), (c)(2) and (c)(3) are revised and 
paragraph (c)(7) is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.400 Dealer’s:\records and reports. 

(a) Record of marketings. A dealer 
shall keep records which provide the 
following information for each lot of 
tobacco, including ‘scrap tdbacco, 
purchased or sold by ‘the dealer: 

(1) Purchases. (i) The name of: 

(a) The warehouse through which the 
tobacco was purchased, if purchased at 
a warehouse auction; or 

(b) The operator :of ‘the farm on which 
the ‘tobacco was produced, if purchased 
from a producer as a nonauction 
purchase, and ‘the name of the producer 
of the tobacco, if different from ‘the 
operator; or 

(c) The seller if purchased as a 
nonauction purchase from a 
warehouseman or dealer. 

(ii) The identification number of the 
warehouse, farm, or dealer, as 
applicable, at/from which the tobacco 
was purchased. 

(iii) The address, FC number if known, 
and percentage share of the proceeds.of 
the farm operator and any other 
producer from whom tobacco was 
purchased as a nonaucfion purchase. 

(iv) The date.of purchase. 

(v) The pounds of tobacco purchased. 

(vi) The gross purchase price. 

(vii) The.amount.of penalty. 

(viii) The amount deducted for ‘the 
“No Net Gost Tobacco Fund”. 


(ix) The quantity of tobacco puchased 
from a priorcrop:and carried over for 
marketing in a subsequent crop year. 

(2) Sales. fi) The name and 
identification number of: 

(a) The warehouse through which the 
tobacco was sold, if sold ata warehouse 
auction, or 

(b) The buyer if the tobacco was sold 
as a nonauction sale. 

(ii) The date of sale. 

(iii) The pounds of tobacco sold. 

(iv) The gross sale price. 

(b) Nonauction purchase. Each 
purchase of tobacco from a flue-cured 
tobacco producing area shall be 
identified by a marketing card issued for 
the farm on which the tobacco was 
produced unless an AMS inspection 
certificate is obtained prior to purchase 
which shows that the tobacco being 
offered for sale is a kind of tobacco 
which is not.subject to marketing 
quotas. 

(1) After eachmonauction purchase, 
the dealer shall enter a declining 
balance of “110 percent of quota” on the 
reverse side of the marketing card. The 
declining balance shall.be determined 
by reducing the previous “110 percent of 
quota” entry on the marketing card by 
the number of pounds of tobacco 
purchased. The date the tobacco was 
purchased also shall be entered on the 
marketing card at the time each lot of 
tobacco is purchased., 

(2) After each nonauction purchase, 
the dealershall prepare a Form MQ-72- 
2 which shall set forth the following: 

(i) The dateof the purchase. 

(ii) The registration number of the 
dealer. 

(iii) The name and address of the 
person.selling the tobacco. 

(iv) The identification number (farm 
number, warehouse code, or dealer 
number, as.applicable) of the person 
selling the tobacco. 

(v) The pounds.of tobacco purchased. 

(vi) The amount.of penalty collected. 

(vii) The method {estimating or 
weighing) of determining the pounds of 
tobacco marketed. 

(viii) The signature of the seller and 
the date signed. 

(3) The dealer-shall make deductions 
for producer contributions to the No Net 
Cost Tobacco Fund as provided for in 
Part 1464 of this title. For nonauction 
purchases during the 1982-83 marketing 
year, the dealer shall deduct three cents 
per pound from the price paid ‘to ‘the 
producer for the tobacco, except fora 
purchase which is édentified with a 
marketing card bearing the notation “‘No 
Price Support.” For nonauction 
purchases from producers during the 
1983-84 and subsequent marketing 
years, ‘the dealer shall make a deduction 


in accordance with Part 1464 of this title 
from the price paid ‘to the producer for 
the ‘tobacco; however, a deduction shall 
not ‘be made if the original “110:percent 
of quota” entry on ‘the marketing card 

used ‘to identify the tobacco was ‘zero 
pounds. The amount of the deduction 
which is applicable ‘to flue-cured 
tobacco marketed during each 
marketing year will be that amount per 
pound which is approved and 
announced by the Secretary as the 
producer contribution to the No Net 
Cost Tobacco Fund foreach such 
marketing year. 

(c) Record and report of purchases 
and resales. (1) Each dealer shall keep a 
record and make reports on Form MQ- 
79 showing all purchases and resales of 
tobacco :made by or for the dealer and, 
in the event of a purchase or resale of 
tobacco which is purchased by ‘the 
dealer from a crop of tobacco produced 
prior to the current crop, ‘the fact that 
such ‘tobacco was so purchased and 
carried over from a crop produced prior 
to the current crop. 

(2). Form MQ-79 shall be prepared and 
a copy, tegether with executed copies of 
Form MQ-72-2 for all nonauction 
purchases, shall be forwarded to the 
State ASCS office not Jater than the end 
of the calendar:week in which such 
tobacco was purchased or resold. 
However, if tobacco is purchased prior 
to the opening of the Jocal auction 
market, ‘a Form MQ-79 shall be 
prepared and a copy, together with 
executed copies of Form MQ-72-2 for all 
nonauction purchases, shall be 
forwarded to the State ASCS office not 
later than the end.of the calendar week 
which would include the first sale date 
of the local auction markets. In addition, 
if tobacco is resold ina State other than 
where the tobacco is produced and the 
auction ‘markets at such location open 
earlier than the auction market where 
the tobacco normally would be sold at 
auction by farmers, reports ‘together 
with executed copies of Form MQ-72-2 
for all nonauction purchases shall be 
prepared.and forwarded to the State 
ASCS office not later fhan the end of the 
calendar week which would include the 
first sale day of the local auction market 
where the resale takes place. 

(3) The data to be entered on Form 
MQ-72 formonauction purchases from a 
producer shall be the data which is 
enumerated in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraph ((b)}(2) of this 
section. 

(7) In addition to Form MQ-79 and 
MQ-72-2, a Form MQ-79 
(Supplemental) shall be executed ‘to 
record information relating to each 





purchase of tobacco for which a 
contribution to the No Net Cost Tobacco 
Fund is deducted from the price paid to 
the producer for the tobacco. The Form 
MQ-79 (Supplemental) shall be 
forwarded to the State ASCS office at 
the same time the Form MQ-79 on 
which the purchase is recorded is 
forwarded. A check, draft, or money 
order in the amount of the deduction 
recorded on Form MQ-79 (Supplemental ) 
and drawn payable to Flue-Cured 
Stabilization Corporatio shall be 
forwarded to the State ASCS office at 
the same time as Forms MQ-79 and 
MQ-79 (Supplemental). 


* 


§ 725.102 [Amended] 

22. Section 725.102 is amended by 
removing, in paragraphs (a) and (b), the 
words “Director, Production Adjustment 
Division” and inserting, in their place, 
the word “Director.” 

23. In § 725.103, the first sentence in 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 725.103 Recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements for processed producer 
carryover tobacco. 

(a) General. This section shall not be 
applicable to 1979 and subsequent crops 
of tobacco, except for the 1982 crop for 
which the Flue-Cured Tobacco 
Cooperative Stabilization Corporation 
may process and store producer 
carryover tobacco and may act as the 
producer’s marketing agent in marketing 
the producer's tobacco during the 1983- 
84 marketing year. 

24. Section 725.109 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 725.109 Duties of Kansas City ASCS 
Field Office. 

The Kansas City ASCS Field Office 
(KCFO) has responsibility for processing 
certain data and making such reports as 
may be required by the Deputy 
Administrator. 


§ 725.110 [Amended] 

25. Section 725.110 is amended by 
removing the words “Program 
Operations, Division and”. 

26. Section 725.112 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 725.112 Information confidential. 

All data reported to or acquired by the 
Secretary pursuant to the provisions of 
this subpart shall be kept confidential 
by all officers and employees of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, by all 
members of county and community 
committees, and all county office 
employees. Only such data so reported 
or acquired as the Deputy Administrator 


deems relevant shall be- disclosed by 
them, and then only in a suit or 
administrative hearing under title III of 
the Act. Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to prohibit the issuance of 
general statements based upon the 
report of a number of parties which 
statements do not identify the 
information furnished by any person. 


§ 725.116 [Removed] 
27. Part 725 is amended by removing 
§ 725.116. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on December 
3, 1982. 
Everett Rank, 
Administrator, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-34209 Filed 12-13-82; 4:52 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


Agricultural Marketing Service 


7 CFR Parts 1046 and 1098 


[Docket Nos. AO-123-A48, and AO-184- 
A43] 


Milk in the Louisville-Lexington- 
Evansville and Nashville, Tenn., 
Marketing Areas; Order Amending 
Orders 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action amends the 
Louisville-Lexington-Evansville Federal 
milk order to permit operators of 
country supply plants to count 
shipments directly from farms to pool 
city distributing plants toward meeting 
up to one-half of the shipments required 
to maintain pool status for country 
plants. Also, the Nashville, Tennessee, 
order is amended to allow diversions of 
milk between pool plants and to provide 
a procedure whereby proprietary 
handlers can make payments to 
independent producers rather than 
having such payments made by the 
market administrator. 

These changes, which are based on 
the record of a public hearing held at 
Louisville, Kentucky, October 21-23, 
1981, are necessary to maintain orderly 
conditions for the marketing of milk in 
these areas. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard A. Glandt, Marketing Specialist, 
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
(202/447-4829). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
administrative action is governed by the 
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provisions of Sections 556 and 557 of 
Title 5 of the United States Code and, 
therefore, is excluded from the 
requirements of Executive Order 12291. 

Prior documents in this proceeding: 

Notice of Hearing: Issued September 
4, 1981; published September 11, 1981 (46 
FR 45354). 

Correction: Published September 22, 
1981 (46 FR 46813). 

Notice of Rescheduled Hearing: Issued 
September 24, 1981; published 
September 29, 1981 (46 FR 47588). 

Suspension of Rule: Issued November 
24, 1981; published November 30, 1981 
(46 FR 58064). 

Emergency Partial Final Decision: 
Issued January 15, 1982; published 
January 21, 1982 (47 FR 2999). 

Final Order: Issued January 26, 1982, 
published January 29, 1982 (47 FR 4228). 

Recommended Decision: Issued June 
14, 1982; published June 21, 1982 (47 FR 
26656). 

Extension of Time: Issued July 6, 1982; 
published July 12, 1982 (47 FR 30080). 

Final Decision: Issued November 5, 
1982; published November 10, 1982 (47 
FR 50888). 


Findings and Determinations 


The findings and determinations 
hereinafter set forth supplement those 
that were made when the orders were 
first issued and when they were 
amended. The previous findings and 
determinations are hereby ratified and 
confirmed, except where they may 
conflict with those set forth below. 

The following findings are hereby 
made with respect to each of the 
aforesaid orders: 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure 
governing the formulation of marketing 
agreements and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreements and 
to the orders regulating the handling of 
milk in the respective marketing areas. 

Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as 
determined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and demand 
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for milk im ‘the said marketing area, and 
the minimum (prices ‘specified iin ‘the 
order as hereby amended, are such 
prices as will reflect ‘the aforesaid 
factors, insure a sufficient quantity of 
pure and wholesome milk, .and be in the 
public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended 
regulates ‘the handling of milk ‘in ‘the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons iin ‘the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity 
specified in, a marketing agreement 
upon which a hearing has been held. 

(b) Additional findings. It is mecessary 
in the public interest .to.make this order 
amending each of the aforesaid orders 
effective not later the January 1, 1983. 
Any delay beyond that date would ‘tend 
to disrupt the orderly marketing of milk 
in themarketing area. 

The provisions of ‘this order are 
known ‘to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Acting Deputy 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, was issued June 14, 1982 (47 FR 
26656), and ‘the decision of ‘the Assistant 
Secretary containing all amendment 
provisions of this order was issued 
November's, 1982 (47 FR 50888). The 
changes effected ‘by ‘this order will not 
require extensive ‘preparation or 
substantial alteration in method of 
operation for handlers. In view of ‘the 
foregoing, itis hereby found:and 
determined ‘that good cause exists for 
making ‘this order amending each of the 
aforesaid-orders effective January 11, 
1983, and ‘that iit would ‘be contrary ‘to 
the public interest ‘to delay ‘the effective 
date of ‘this order for 30 days ‘after its 
publication in ‘the Federal Register. (Sec. 
553(d), Administrative Procedure Act, 5 
U.S.C. 551-559). 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby 
determined ‘that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations 
specified in section 8c({9) of the Act) of 
more than 50 percent-of the milk, which 
is marketed within each of ‘the 
respective marketing areas, ‘to sign:a 
proposed marketing agreement, tends ‘to 
prevent the effectuation of the declared 
policy of ‘the Act; 

(2) The itssuance of this order, 
amending each of the specified orders, is 
the only practical means pursuant to the 
declared policy of the Act of advancing 
the interests of producers as defined in 
the respective orders; 

(3) The issuance of the order, 
amending the order, reguleting ‘the 
handling of milk iin ithe ‘Nashville, 
Tennessee, ‘marketing area is approved 
or favored ‘by at least ‘two-thirds of the 
producers who during ‘the determined 
representative peried were engaged in 


the production of milk for sale in the 
marketing area; and 

(4) The issuance of the order, 
amending ‘the order, regulating ‘the 
handling of milk in the Lonisville- 
Lexington-Evansville marketing area is 
approved or favored by at least two- 
thirds of the producers who participated 
in a referendum and who during the 
determined representative period were 
engaged in the production of milk for 
sale in the iLouisville-Lexington- 
Evansville marketing area. 


Listof Subjects in 7 ‘CFR Parts 1046 and 
1098 


Milk marketing orders, Milk, Dairy 
products. 


Order Relative to Handling 


It is therefore ordered, Thaton and 
after the effective date hereof, the 
handling of milk in the Louisville- 
Lexington-Evansville and Nashville, 
Tennessee, marketings areas ‘shall ‘be in 
conformity to and in compliance with 
the following ‘terms and conditions of 
each of ‘the aforesaid orders, as 
amended, and as hereby further 
amended, as.follows: 


PART 1046—MiILK IN LOUISVILLE- 
LEXINGTON-EVANSVILLE 
MARKETING AREA 


1. Section 1046.7(b) iis revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1046.7 Pool plant. 


* - * * = 


(b) A country plant during any of the 
months of Septemiber through February 
from which not less than'50 percent, and 
during other months not less than 40 
percent, of milk from persons described 
in § 1046.12(a)(1) and from handlers 
described in § 1046.9{c) that is 
physically received at such plant 
(except by diversion from other plants), 
or diverted therefrom pursuant to 
§ 1046.13, is shipped to and received at a 
city plant(s) in ‘the form of milk.or skim 
milk. The operator of a country plant 
may include milk diverted pursuant to 
§1046.13(b) from such plant ‘toa city 
plant as qualifying shipments in meeting 
up to one-half of the shipping 
percentage(s) specified in this 
paragraph. 


* * * * 


§ 1046.13 [Amended] 


2. dm paragraph ((b) of § 1046.13, the 
section reference “1046.7(a)" is changed 
to “1046:7{a), ((b), orc)”. 
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PART 1098—MILK IN NASHVILLE, 
TENNESSEE, MARKETING AREA 


§ 1098-7 [Amended] 

1. In § 2098:7{a),.add the words ‘pool 
or” before the word “nonpoo!l”’. 

2. In § 1098.7(b), add the words “pool 
or” before the words “‘nonpoo! plant 
pursuant to § 1098.12”. 


§ 1098.13 [Amended] 

3. In § 1098:13(a), insert the 
parenthetical phrase “fexcluding such 
milk that.is diverted from another pool 
plant)” after the words “dairy farmer”. 

4. In § 1098.13, the introductory text of 
paragraph (b) and paragraph (b)(1) are 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 1098.13 ‘Producer milk. 


* * + * 7 


(b) Diverted by the operator of a pool 
plant or a.coeperative association from 
a pool plant to another pool plant 
without limit during the month, or to.a 
nonpool plant that.is mot a producer- 
handler plant, subject to:the following 
conditions: 

(1) Such milk shall be accounted for as 
received ‘by the diverting handler at the 
location of the plant ‘to which diverted; 


* * * * 


§ 1098.31 [Amended] 

5. In § 1098.81, paragraph (c) is 
redesignated as paragraph (d) and a 
new paragraph {c):is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 1098.31 Payroll:reports. 

(c) On or before the 21st day after the 
end of each month, each handler who 
elects pursuant .to § 1098.73(d) topay 
producers shall report to the :market 
administrator the following information 
with respect to the handler’s partial and 
final payments for producer milk 
received during the month: 

(1) The name and address of each 
producer; 

(2) The amounts ‘paid each producer; 
and 

(3) The dates such payments were 
made. 


* * * * 7 


§ 1098.41 {Amended] 

6. In § 2098.41(b)(2), insert the words 
“and ‘in milk diverted ‘to such plant from 
another pool plant” after'the phrase “‘a 
handler described in § 1098.9(c]”. 

7. Section 109842(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1098.42 Classification of transfers and 
diversions. . 

(a) Transfers and diversions to peo! 
plants.‘Skim milk or butterfat 
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transferred or diverted in the form of a 
fluid milk product or a bulk fluid cream 
product from a pool plant to another 
pool plant shall be classified as Class I 
milk unless the operators of both plants 
request the same classification in 
another class. In either case, the 
classsification of such transfers or 
diversions shall be subject to the 
following conditions: 

(1) The skim milk or butterfat 
classified in each class shall be limited 
to the amount of skim milk and 
butterfat, respectively, remaining in 
such class at the transferee-plant or 
divertee-plant after the computations 
pursuant to § 1098.44(a)(12) and the 
corresponding step of § 1098.44(b); 

(2) If the transferor-plant or divertor- 
plant received during the month other 
source milk to be allocated pursuant to 
§ 1098.44(a)(7) or the corresponding step 
of § 1098.44(b), the skim milk or 
butterfat so transferred or diverted shall 
be classified so as to allocate the least 
possible Class I utilization to such other 
source milk; and 

(3) If the transferor-handler or 
divertor-handler received during the 
month other source milk to be allocated 
pursuant to § 1098.44(a) (11) or (12) or 
the corresponding steps of § 1098.44(b), 
the skim milk or butterfat so transferred 
or diverted, up to the total of the skim 
milk and butterfat, respectively, in such 
receipts of other source milk, shall not 
be classified as Class I milk to a greater 
extent than would be the case if the 
other source milk had been received at 
the transferee-plant or divertee-plant. 


* * * * * 


§ 1098.73 [Amended] 

8. In § 1098.73, paragraph (d) is 
redesignated as paragraph (e) and a new 
paragraph (d) is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 1098.73 Payments to producers and to 
cooperative associations. 
* * * * * 

(d) In making payments to producers 
pursuant to paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this section, the market administrator, 
on or before the second day prior to the 
dates specified in such paragraphs, shall 
pay to each handler who so requests for 
milk received by the handler from 
producers for whom a cooperative 
association is not collecting payments 
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section 
an amount equal to the sum of the 
individual payments otherwise due such 
producers pursuant to paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section. The handler then 
shall pay the individual producers the 
amounts due them by the respective 
dates specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) 
of this section. Any handler who the 


market administrator determines is or 
was delinquent with respect to any 
payment obligation under this order 
shall not be eligible to participate in this 
payment arrangement until the handler 
has met all prescribed payment 
obligations for three consecutive 
months. In making payments to 
producers pursuant to this paragraph, 
the handler shall furnish each producer 
the following information: 

(1) The identity of the handler and the 
producer and the month to which the 
payment applies; 

(2) The total pounds and the average 
butterfat content of milk for which 
payment is being made, including for the 
months in which base and excess prices 
apply, the pounds of base and excess 
milk; 

(3) The minimum rate(s) at which 
payment to the producer is required by 
the order and the rate(s) of payment 
used if such rate(s) is other than the 
applicable minimum rate(s); 

(4) The amount and nature of any 
deductions from the amount otherwise 
due to the producer, including the 
amount and rate per hundredweight of 
deductions made pursuant to § 1098.86; 
and 

(5) The net amount of payment to the 
producer. 

* * * * * 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: January 1, 1983. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on December 
13, 1982. 

C. W. McMillan, 

Assistant Secretary, Marketing and 
Inspection Services 

[FR Doc. 62-34264 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
immigration and Naturalization Service 
8 CFR Part 214 


Nonimmigrant Classes; Employment 
Authorization for Dependents of 
Foreign Government Officials; Special 
Agreements 


AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Justice. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule expands the 
employment opportunities for 
dependents of foreign government 
personnel assigned to duties within the 
United States. The rule recognizes the 
special reciprocal agreements entered 
into between the United States and 
certain foreign states which allow for 
these employment opportunities. In 
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addition, the rule provides a clearer _ 
understanding of the NATO 
classifications of nonimmigrants and 
describes which NATO dependents are 
eligible for employment authorization. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: January 17, 1983. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 


For General Information: Stanley J. 
Kieszkiel, Acting Instructions Officer, 
Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, 425 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20536, Telephone: 
(202) 633-3048. 

For Specific Information: Bert C. Rizzo, 
Immigration Examiner, Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, 425 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20536, 
Telephone: (202) 633-3946. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule revises 8 CFR 214.2(a)(3) to 
improve readability and to implement 
new agreements between the United 
States and other foreign states on 
reciprocal employment opportunities for 
nationals of each country. The 
regulation formerly provided special 
employment opportunities only for 
dependents of employees of the 
government of Canada who are 
stationed within the United States; this 
special provision resulted from an 
agreement entered into between the 
United States and Canada to provide 
employment opportunities on a 
reciprocal basis. The United States has 
since entered into similar agreements 
with several other foreign states and is 
in the process of negotiating with others. 
A list of all foreign states which are 
party to reciprocal employment 
agreements with the United States will 
be available at all times from the 
Department of State, Office of Consular 
Affairs, and the District Offices of the 
Service. Changes in the list will be 
announced. Currently the United States 
has reciprocal employment agreements 
with Bolivia, Canada, France, New 
Zealand, Norway, Sweden, and the 
United Kingdom. 

8 CFR 214.2(m) is revised to clarify the 
various classifications of NATO aliens 
and to clearly state which dependents of 
NATO countries are eligible for 
employment authorization in the United 
States. 

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to 
notice of proposed rule making is not 
required because the rule deals with 
agency practice and procedure dictated 
by international agreement. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization certifies that the rule will 
not have significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
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This rule is not a major rule as defined 
in section 1(b) of E.O. 12291. 


List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 214 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Aliens, Crime, Employment, 
Passports and visas. 


PART 214—NONIMMIGRANT CLASSES 


Accordingly, Title 8, Chapter I, of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

In § 214.2, paragraphs (a)(3) and (m) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§ 214.2 Special requirements for 
admission, extension, and maintenance of 
status. 


* * * i * 


(a)* et 


(3) Special requirements. (i) 
Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, 
dependents of employees assigned to 
official duty in the United States may 
accept unrestricted employment based 
on agreements entered into between the 
Department of State and foreign states if 
the following conditions are met: 

(A) The embassy of the foreign state 
in Washington, D.C. has made an 
official request to the Office of Protocol 
of the Department of State; 

(B) The Office of Protocol recognizes 
the person as a dependent of an official 
employee; and 

(C) The Office of Protocol has 
informed the embassy of the state that 
the dependent has permission to accept 
employment. 

(ii) Dependents who obtain 
employment under this paragraph are 
responsible for payment of income taxes 
and Social Security contributions on any 
remuneration received. Further, 
immunity from civil or administrative 
jurisdiction in accordance with Article 
37 of the Vienna Convention on 
Diplomatic Relations is waived for these 
dependents with respect to all matters 
arising out of their employment. The 
term “dependents” in this paragraph 
means the employee's: 

(A) Spouse; 

(B) Unmarried dependent children 
under 21 years of age; 

(C) Unmarried dependent children 
under 25 years of age who are in full- 
time attendance at postsecondary 
educational institutions; or 

(D) Unmarried children who are 
physically or mentally disabled. 

(m) NATO aliens.—{1) General. 
Aliens classified as NATO-1 through 
NATO-4 are members of the armed 
forces of a country signatory to Article 
Ill of the Status of Forces Agreement 
(NATO). They are normally exempt 


from inspection under 8 CFR 235.1(c). 
Aliens classified as NATO-5 or -6 are 
civilian employees of the armed forces 
of a NATO member and may be 
authorized admission not to exceed one 
year. Aliens classified as NATO-7 are 
employed by NATO-1 through NATO-4 
aliens and may be admitted for duration 
of status; if employed by NATO-5 or -6 
aliens, admission may be authorized not 
to exceed one year. 

(2) Extension of Stay. Any alien 
classified as a NATO-5 through NATO- 
7 may be granted extensions of stay in 
increments not to exceed one year. 

(3) Employment. The dependents of an 

alien classified NATO-1 through 
NATO-7 may request authorization for 
employment if the state of their 
nationality has a reciprocal employment 
agreement with the Department of State. 
The names of the foreign states which 
have reciprocal employment agreements 
are available from the Department of 
State, Office of Consular Affairs, and 
the District Offices of the Service. 
(Secs. 103, 214 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, as amended; 8 U.S.C. 1103, 8 
U.S.C. 1184) 

Dated: December 1, 1982. 

Andrew J. Carmichael, Jr., 
Associate Commissioner, Examinations, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


[FR Doc. 82-34223 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Parts 74, 81 and 82 
[Docket No. 82N-0299] 


FD&C Green No. 3 ~ 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 82-31700 beginning on page 
52140 of the issue for Friday, November 
19, 1982, make the following changes to 
§ 74.203 on page 52143. 

1. The seventh line, the “4” should 
read “3”, 

2. The sixteenth line, after the semi- 
colon, add the word “of”. 

3. The twentieth line, the “3" should 
read “4”, 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


21 CFR Part 444 
[Docket No. 82N-0355] 


Antibiotic Drugs; Gentamicin Sulfate 
injection 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 


56489 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is amending the 
antibiotic drug regulations to provide for 
the inclusion of accepted standards for 
several new strengths of gentamicin 
sulfate injection. The manufacturer has 
supplied sufficient data and information 
to establish its safety and efficacy. 


DATES: Effective December 17, 1982; 
comments, notice of participation, and 
request for hearing by January 17, 1983; 
data, information, and analyses to 
justify a hearing by February 15, 1983. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joan M. Eckert, National Center for 
Drugs and Biologics (HFN-140), Food 
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443- 
4290. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA has 
evaluated data submitted in accordance 
with regulations promulgated under 
section 507 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 357), as 
amended, with respect to a request for 
approval of several new strengths (0.4, 
0.6, 0.8, 1.2, 1.6, and 2.4 milligrams per 
milliliter) of gentamicin sulfate injection. 
The agency has concluded that the data 
supplied by the manufacturer 
concerning this antibiotic drug are 
adequate to establish its safety and 
efficacy when the drug is used as 
directed in the labeling and that the 
regulations should be amended in Part 
444 (21 CFR Part 444) to provide for the 
inclusion of accepted standards for the 
product. 

The agency has determined pursuant 
to 21 CFR 25.24(b)(22) (proposed 
December 11, 1979; 44 FR 71742) that this 
action is of a type that does not 
individually or cumulatively have a 
significant impact on the human 
environment. Therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an 
environmental impact statement is 
required. 


Lists of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 444 


Antibiotics, Oligosaccharide. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 507, 701(f) 
and (g), 52 Stat. 1055-1056 as amended, 
59 Stat. 463 as amended (21 U.S.C. 357, 
371 (f) and (g))) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10), § 444.220 is 
amended by revising the second 
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sentence in paragraph (a)(1) to read as 
follows: 


PART 444—OLIGOSACCHARIDE 
ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS 


8444.220 Gentamicin sulfate injection. 

(a} ** 

(1) * * * Each milliliter contains 
gentamicin sulfate equivalent to either 
0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 1.2, 1.6, 2.0, 2.4, 10.0, or 
40 milligrams of gentamicin. * * * 

This regulation announces standards 
that FDA has accepted in a request for 
approval of an antibiotic drug. Because 
this regulation is not controversial and 
because when effective it provides 
notice of accepted standards, notice and 
comment procedure and delayed 
effective date are found to be 
unnecessary and not in the public 
interest. The amendment, therefore, is 
effective December 17, 1982. However, 
interested persons may, on or before 
January 17, 1983, submit written 
comments on this rule to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above). 
Two copies of any comments are to be 
submitted, except that individuals may 
submit one copy. Comments are to be 
identified with the docket number found 
in brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received comments may be 
seen in the Dockets Management Branch 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

Any person who will be adversely 
affected by this regulation may file 
objections to it and request a hearing. 
Reasonable grounds for the hearing 
must be shown. Any person who 
decides to seek a hearing must file (1) on 
or before January 17, 1983, a written 
notice of participation and request for 
hearing, and (2) on or before February 
15, 1983, the data, information, and 
analyses on which the person relies to 
justify a hearing, as specified in 21 CFR 
430.20. A request for a hearing may not 
rest upon mere allegations or denials, 
but must set forth specific facts showing 
that there is a genuine and substantial 
issue of fact that requires a hearing. If it 
conclusively appears from the face of 
the data, information, and factual 
analyses in the request for hearing that 
no genuine and substantial issue of fact 
precludes the action taken by this order, 
or if a request for hearing is not made in 
the required format or with the required 
analyses, the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs will enter summary judgment 
against the person(s) who request(s} the 
hearing, making findings and 
conclusions and denying a hearing. All 
submissions must be filed in three 
copies, indentified with the docket 
number appearing in the heading of this 


order and filed with the Dockets 
Management Branch. 

The procedures and requirements 
governing this order, a notice of 
participation and request for hearing, a 
submission of data, information, and 
analyses to justify a hearing, other 
comments, and grant or denial of a 
hearing are contained in 21 CFR 430.20. 

All submissions under this order, 
except for data and information 
prohibited from public disclosure under 
21 U.S.C. 331(j) or 18 U.S.C. 1905, may be 
seen in the Dockets Management Branch 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. 

Effective date. This regulation shall be 

effective December 17, 1982. 
(Secs. 507, 701 (f} and (g), 52 Stat. 1055-2056 
as amended, 59 Stat. 463 as amended (21 
U.S.C. 357, 371 (f) and (g))} 

Dated: December 10, 1982. 

James C. Morrison, 

Acting Assistant Director for Regulatory 
Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 82-34255 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 a.m.] 

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner 


24 CFR Part 885 
[Docket No. R-82-1014] 


Loans for Housing for the Elderly or 
Handicapped; Eligibility of Acquired 

Existing Housing for the Non-Elderly 
Handicapped 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 82-31288 beginning on page 
51565 in the issue for Tuesday, 
November 16, 1982, on page 51566, first 
column, the COMMENT DUE DATE 
should read “January 3, 1983”. 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
internal Revenue Service 

26 CFR Part 1 

[T.D. 7862] 


Income Tax; Taxable Years Beginning 


After December 31, 1953; Foreign 
Bribes and International Boycotts 


AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury. 
ACTION: Final regulations. 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 


SUMMARY: This document provides final 
regulations relating to foreign bribes and 
international boycotts. Changes to the 
applicable tax law were made by the 
Tax Reform Act of 1976. and the Tax 
Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 
1982. These regulations affect controlled 
foreign corporations and Domestic 
International Sales Corporations paying 
bribes or making other illegal payments, 
or participating in or cooperating with 
certain international boycotts, and the 
shareholders of those corporations. 
These regulations also provide guidance 
to officers and employees of the Internal 
Revenue Service with respect to the 
treatment of those payments or that 
participation. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: The regulations are 
effective for illegal payments paid after 
November 3, 1976, and for participation 
in or co-operation with an international 
boycott after November 3, 1976. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles C. Saverude of the Legislation 
and Regulations Division, Office of the 
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue 
Service, 1111 Constitution Avenue, NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20224 (Attention: 
CC:LR:T) (202-566-3289). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On February 3, 1981, the Federal 
Register published proposed 
amendments to the Income Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) under 
sections 952, 964, and 995 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 (46 FR 10510). The 
amendments were proposed to conform 
the regulations to sections 1062, 1063, 
and 1065 of the Tax Reform Act of 1976 
(90 Stat. 1650, 1653-4). A public hearing 
was not held. After consideration of all 
comments regarding the proposed 
amendments, the amendments are 
adopted as revised by this Treasury 
decision. 


Summary of Changes and Public 
Comments 


Minor revisions of the praposed 
regulations have been made by the fimal 
regulations in response to public 
comments. A number of revisions have 
also been made to conform the 
regulations to a portion of section 288 of 
the Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility 
Act of 1982, relating to the new standard 
for determining the legality of payments 
to government officials or employees. 
Several commentators requested that 
the sentence appearing in the proposed 
regulations under sections 952. and 995 
describing those persons having some 
relation to the corporation (officers, 
directors, employees, shareholders, 
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agents) whose payment of a bribe would 
be deemed to be payment by the 
corporation should be more limited in its 
application. Specifically, the 
commentators suggested that the 
sentence state that such payments by 
such persons must be made for the 
benefit of the corporation in order to be 
imputed to the corporation. That 
sentence has been revised accordingly. 

A commentator suggested that the 
proposed regulations should reflect the 
additions to the Code of section 995(b) 
(1)(D) and (E). The changes in the 
regulations under section 995 relating to 
the above new statutory provisions are 
expected to be made in a separate 
regulation project and it is for this 
reason that final regulation § 1.995-2(a) 
has reserved subparagraphs (4) and (5). 

A commentator was concerned that 
the proposed regulations under sections 
952 and 995 provided only for the 
international boycott factor method of 
section 999(c)(1) for computing subpart F 
income and a deemed distribution from 
a DISC resulting from international 
boycott operations. The commentator 
requested that the proposed regulations 
under sections 952 and 995 clarify that 
the specifically attributable calculation 
of section 999(c)(2) was an alternative 
method of computation of international 
boycott income if certain conditions 
were met. The regulations referred to 
have been so revised. 


Special Analyses 


The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue has determined that this final 
rule is not a major rule as defined in 
Executive Order 12291 and that a 
Regulatory Impact Analysis is, 
therefore, not required. Although a 
notice of proposed rulemaking which 
solicited public comments was issued, 
the Internal Revenue Service concluded 
when the notice was issued that the 
regulations are interpretative and that 
the notice and public procedure 
requirement of 5 U.S.C. 553 did not 
apply. Accordingly, the final regulations 
do not constitute regulations subject to 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 
chapter 6). 


Drafting Information 


The principal author of these 
regulations is Charles C. Saverude of the 
Legislation and Regulations Division, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, Internal 
Revenue Service. However, personnel 
from other offices of the Internal 
Revenue Service and Treasury 
Department participated in developing 
these regulations both on matters of 
substance and style. 


List of Subjects in 26 CFR 1.861-1 
through 1.997-1 


Income taxes, Aliens, Exports, DISC, 
Foreign investments in U.S., Foreign tax 
credit, Sources of income, United States 
investments abroad. 


Adoption of Amendments to the 
Regulations 


PART 1—[ AMENDED] 


Accordingly, the amendments to 26 
CFR Part 1 are as follows: 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.952~1 is 
amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph (a)(1) is amended by 
removing the word “and”. 

2. Paragraph (a)(2) is amended by 
removing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph and inserting in lieu 
thereof a comma. 

3. Paragraphs (a)(3) and (a)(4) are 
added immediately after subparagraph 
(2). The new subparagraphs read as 
follows: 


§1.952-1 Subpart F income defined. 


(a) Jn general. * * * 

(3)(i) An amount equal to the product 
of— 

(A) The income of such corporation 
other than income which— 

(2) Is attributable to earnings and 
profits of the foreign corporation 
included in the gross income of a United 
States person under section 951 (other 
than by reason of this paragraph) 
(determined in accordance with the 
provisions of section 951 and § 1.951-1), 
or 

(2) Is described in section 952(b), 
multiplied by 

(B) The international boycott factor 
determined in accordance with the 
provisions of section 999({c)(1), or 

(ii) In lieu of the amount determined 
under paragraph (a)(3)(i) of this section, 
the amount described under section 
999(c)(2) of such international boycott 
income, and 

(4) The sum of the amount of any 
illegal bribes, kickbacks, or other 
payments paid after November 3, 1976, 
by or on behalf of the corporation during 
the taxable year of the corporation 
directly or indirectly to an official, 
employee, or agent in fact of a 
government. An amount is paid by a 
controlled foreign corporation where it 
is paid by an officer, director, employee, 
shareholder or agent of such corporation 
for the benefit of such corporation. For 
purposes of this section, the principles 
of section 162(c) and the regulations 
thereunder shall apply. In the case of 
payments made after September 3, 1982, 
a payment is illegal if the payment 
would be unlawful under the Foreign 
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Corrupt Practices Act of 1977 if the 
payor were a United States person. The 
fair market value of an illegal payment 
made in the form of property or services 
shall be considered the amount of such 
illegal payment. 


* * * * * * * 


Par. 2. Section 1.964—1 is amended by 
revising the flush language in paragraph 
(a) and revising paragraph (f) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.964-1 Determination of the earnings 
and profits of a foreign corporation. 


(a) In general. * * * 


The computation described in the 
preceding sentence may be made by 
following the procedures described in 
paragraphs (a) (1) through (5) of this 
section in an order other than the one 
listed, as long as the result so obtained 
would be the same. In determining 
earnings and profits, or the deficit in 
earnings and profits, of a foreign 
corporation under section 964, the 
amount of any illegal bribe, kickback, or 
other payment (within the meaning of 
section 162(c), as amended by section 
288 of the Tax Equity and Fiscal 
Responsibility Act of 1982 in the case of 
payments made after September 3, 1982, 
and the regulations thereunder) paid 
after November 3, 1976, by or on behalf 
of the corporation during the taxable 
year of the corporation directly or 
indirectly to an official, employee, or 
agent in fact of a government shall not 
be taken into account to decrease such 
earnings and profits or to increase such 
deficit. No adjustment shall be required 
under subparagraph (2) or (3) of this 
paragraph unless it is material. Whether 
an adjustment is material depends on 
the facts and circumstances of the 
particular case, including the amount of 
the adjustment, its size relative to the 
general level of the corporation's total 
assets and annual profit or loss, the 
consistency with which the practice has 
been applied, and whether the item to 
which the adjustment relates is of a 
recurring or merely a nonrecurring 
nature. For the treatment of earnings 
and profits whose distribution is 
prevented by restrictions and limitations 
imposed by a foreign government, see 
section 964(b) and the regulations 
thereunder. 


* 7 * * * 


(f) Determination of earnings and 
profits as if a domestic corporation—{1) 
In general. If the books of account 
regularly maintained by a foreign 
corporation for the purpose of 
accounting to its shareholders are kept 
in U.S. dollars and in accordance with 
accounting principles generally accepted 
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in the United States, and if it is so 
elected by or on behalf of such 
corporation, the earnings and profits of 
the foreign corporation for a taxable 
year shall, except as otherwise provided 
in paragraph (f)(2) of this section, be 
determined in every respect as if it were 
a domestic corporation. Such election 
shall be effective only for the taxable 
year with respect to which the election 
is made. Once made, such election shall 
be irrevocable. See paragraph (c)(3) of 
this section for the time and manner in 
which an election may be made on 
behalf of a foreign corporation. 

(2) I/legal payments. The amount of 
any illegal bribe, kickback, or other 
payment (within the meaning of section 
162(c), as amended by section 288 of the 
Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility 
Act of 1982 in the case of payments 
made after September 3, 1982, and the 
regulations thereunder) paid after 
November 3, 1976, by or on behalf of the 
corporation during the taxable year of 
the corporation directly or indirectly to 
an official, employee, or agent in fact of 
a government shall not be taken into 
account to decrease earnings and profits 
or increase the deficit in earnings and 
profits otherwise determined under 
paragraph (f)(1) of this section. 

Par. 3. Section 1.995-2 is amended as 
follows: 

1. The introductory text of paragraph 
(a) is revised. 

2. Paragraph (a)(4) is removed. 

3. Paragraph (a)(5) of the current 
regulations is redesignated as paragraph 
(a)(7). 

4. Paragraph (a)(4) and (a)(5) are 
reserved. 

5. A new paragraph (a)(6) is added. 

6. Paragraph (b) is amended as 
follows: 

a. The words “paragraph (a) (1) 
through fa) (4) are removed from 
paragraph (b)(1), paragraph (b)(2) (i), the 
flush material following. paragraph (b)(2) 
(ii) and paragraph (b)(3) each time they 
appear and the words “paragraph (a) (1) 
through (a) (6)” are inserted in lieu 
thereof. 

b. The words “paragraph (a) (5) are 
removed from that portion of paragraph 
(b)(2) which precedes paragraph (b)(2)(i) 
and from the flush material following 
paragraph (b)(2) (ii) each time they 
appear and the words “paragraph (a) 
(7)” are inserted in lieu thereof. 

c. By striking out all that follows the 
final semicolon in paragraph (b)(3) and 
adding in lieu thereof ‘and so forth, and 
finally to the amount described in 
paragraph (b)(6) of this paragraph.” 

These revised and added provisions 
read as follows: 


§ 1.995-2 Deemed distributions in 
qualified years. 

(a) General rule. Under section 995 {b) 
(1), each shareholder of a DISC shall be 
treated as having received a distribution 
taxable as a dividend with respect to his 
stock on the last day of each taxable 
year of the DISC, in an amount which is 
equal to his pro rata share of the sum (as 
limited by paragraph (b) of this section), 
of the following seven items: 


* * * 7 7 


(4) [Reserved]. 

(5) [Reserved]. 

(6) The sum of— 

(i) An amount equal to one-half of the 
excess (if any) of the taxable income of 
the DISC for such year (computed as 
provided in § 1.991-1 (b) (1)) over the 
sum of the amounts deemed distributed 
for the taxable year in accordance with 
paragraphs (a)(1), (2), (3), (4) and (5) of 
this section, 

(ii) (A) An amount equal to the 
amount under subdivision (i) of 
paragraph (a) (6) of this section 
multiplied by the international boycott 
factor as determined under section 999 
(c) (1), or 

(B) In lieu of the amount determined 
under subdivision (ii) (A) of paragraph 
(a) (6) of this section, the amount 
described under section 999 {c) (2) of 
such international boycott income, and 

' (iii) An amount equal to the sum of 
any illegal bribes, kickbacks, or other 
payments paid by or on behalf of the 
DISC directly or indirectly to an official, 
employee, or agent in fact of a 
government. An amount is paid by a 
DISC where it is paid by any officer, 
director, employee, shareholder, or 
agent of the DISC for the benefit of such 
DISC. For purposes of this section, the 
principles of section 162 (c) and the 
regulations thereunder shall apply. The 
fair market value of an illegal payment 
made in the form of property or services 
shall be considered the amount of such 
illegal payment. 

(7) > a =— 

This Treasury decision is issued under 
the authority contained in section 7805 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
(68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805). 

Roscoe L. Egger, Jr., . 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Approved: December 7, 1982. 
John E. Chapoton, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
{FR Doc. 82-34233 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement 


30 CFR Part 901 


Permanent State Regulatory Program 
of Alabama 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM), 
Interior. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary of the Interior 
is extending the deadline for the State of 
Alabama to meet certain conditions of 
approval of its State permanent 
regulatory program under the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977 (SMCRA). 

On October 7, 1982, the Alabama 
Surface Mining Commission requested 
ar. extension for meeting those 
conditions necessitating amendments to 
Alabama's regulations. The conditions 
affected by Alabama's request are those 
found at 30 CFR 901.11(b)-(m) and are 
set forth at 47 FR 22057-22058, (May 20, 
1982). 

OSM proposed a rule on November 1, 
1982 (47 FR 49411-49412), that would 
extend the deadline to September 1, 
1983. After considering all the 
information contained in the 
Administrative Record, including public 
comments, the Secretary has decided to 
grant Alabama's request. The Secretary 
hereby publishes amendments to the 
Federal rules contained in 30 CFR 901.11 
to effect this action. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. John T. Davis, Director, Alabama 
Field Office, Office of Surface Mining, 
228 West Valley Avenue, 3rd Floor, 
Homewood, Alabama 35209, Telephone: 
(205) 254-0890. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background on the Alabama State 
Program 


Information regarding the general 
background on the Alabama State 
program, including the Secretary’s 
Findings, the disposition of comments 
and a detailed explanation of the 
conditions of approval of the Alabama 
program can be found in the May 20, 
1982 Federal Register (47 FR 22030- 
22058). 


II. Background on Conditional Approval 


Under 30 CFR 732.13(j), the Secretary 
may conditionally approve a State 
permanent regulatory program which 
contains minor deficiencies where the 
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deficiencies are of such a size and 
nature as to render no part of the 
program incomplete, the State is actively 
proceeding with the steps to correct the 
deficiencies, and the State agrees to 
correct the deficiencies according to a 
schedule set in the notice of conditional 
approval. 


III. Discussion of the Extension Request 


The Alabama program was 
conditionally approved on May 20, 1982 
(47 FR 22030-22058). In the notice of 
approval, the Secretary published the 
schedule for Alabama to resolve each of 
the 13 conditions on the approval of that 
State’s regulatory program. In a letter to 
the Director, OSM, dated October 7, 
1982, the Alabama Surface Mining 
Commission requested an extension for 
meeting those conditions necessitating 
amendments to Alabama’s regulations. 
The State requested that the deadline be 
extended to September 1, 1983. The 
conditions affected by Alabama's 
request are those found at 30 CFR 
901.11(b)-(m) and are set forth at 47 FR 
23057-23058 (May 20, 1982). 

The State indicated that it needed 
additional time to comply with new 
requirements of the Alabama 
Administrative Procedures Act (AAPA), 
including providing an opportunity for 
the Alabama Legislature to review the 
proposed changes to the State's rules 
during the next session of the Alabama 
Legislature in 1983. 

On November 1, 1982 (47 FR 49411- 
49412), the Secretary announced that he 
was seeking public comment on the 
proposed extensions of the deadline for 
Alabama to meet the conditions found 
at 30 CFR 901.11(b)-(m). The comment 
period closed on December 1, 1982. 

IV. Secretary's Findings 

The Secretary has carefully reviewed 
Alabama’s extension request. Based on 
the information contained in the 
administrative record, including the 
public comments, the Secretary makes 
the following findings: 

1. Alabama's request for an extension 
of the deadline to meet those conditions 
necessitating changes to the State’s 
rules is premised on the need for 
additional time_to complete new 
rulemaking procedures prescribed by 
the AAPA. 

2. One of the requirements of the 
AAPA is that the Alabama Legislature 
have an opportunity to review the 
proposed changes to Alabama’s surface 
and underground coal mining rules. This 
cannot occur until the 1983 session of 
the Alabama Legislature. 

3. Based on the above information, the 
Secretary is satisfied that Alabama is 
proceeding to act in good faith and that 


the granting of an additional extension 
of time will not change the classification 
of any of the affected conditions from 
being minor. 


V. Disposition of Comments 


Although public comments were 
requested, no substantive comments 
were received. 


VI. Secretary’s Decision 


Based on the above findings, the 
Secretary hereby grants Alabama's 
request for an extension to September 1, 
1983, of the deadline for Alabama to 
meet the conditions found at 30 CFR 
901.11{b)—(m). 


VII. Procedural Matters 


Paperwork Reduction Act. There are 
no information collection requirements 
in 30 CFR 901.11 requiring approval by 
the Office of Management and Budget 
under 44 U.S.C. 3507. 

National Environmental Policy Act. 
The Secretary has determined that 
pursuant to Section 702(d) of SMCRA, 30 
U.S.C. 1292{d), no Environmental Impact 
Statement need be prepared on this 
rulemaking. 

Executive Order 12291. On August 28, 
1981, the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) granted OSM an 
exemption from Sections 3, 4, 7, and 8 of 
Executive Order 12291 for actions 
directly related to approval or 
conditional approval of State regulatory 
programs. Therefore, this action is 
exempt from preparation of a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis and regulatory review 
by OMB. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act. Pursuant 
to the Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 
96-354, I have certified that this 
proposed rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 


EPA Concurrence 


On May 13, 1982, the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
transmitted a written concurrence on 
the Alabama permanent program. The 
deadline extension approved in this 
document is not an aspect of the 
Alabama program which relates to air or 
water quality standards promulgated 
under the authority of the Federal Clean 
Water Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1151- 
1175), and the Clean Air Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1857) et seg. 


List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 901 


Coal mining, Intergovernmental 
relations, Surface mining, Underground 
mining. 
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Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Daniel N. Miller, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Energy and Minera/s. 


PART 901—ALABAMA 


Accordingly, 30 CFR Part 901 is 
amended as set forth herein. 

1. The authority citation for Part 901 
is: 
Authority: Sec. 503, Pub. L. 95-87, 91 Stat. 
407 (30 U.S.C, 1253). 


§ 901.11 [Nomenclature change] 


2. In Part 961, § 901.11, paragraphs (b) 
through (m) are amended by substituting 
“September 1, 1983” for “December 1, 
1982,” each time the latter date appears. 


(FR Doc. 82-34324 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 


30 CFR Part 914 


Removal of One of the Conditions of 
Approval of the indiana Permanent 
Program Under the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM), 
Interior. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document amends 30 
CFR Part 914 by removing one of the 
conditions of approval of the Indiana 
permanent regulatory program under the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977 (SMCRA). The specific 
condition concerned in this rulemaking 
is 30 CFR 914.11(b)(2), which required 
Indiana to amend its permit application 
forms to require the applicant to certify 
that all reclamation fees due under 30 
CFR 870.12 have been paid. 

On September 1, 1982, Indiana 
submitted its revised permit application 
forms to satisfy this condition. After 
providing the public an opportunity to 
review and comment on the State’s 
amended permit application forms, the 
Secretary has decided that Indiana has 
now met the requirements of 30 CFR 
914.11(b)(2). Accordingly, the Secretary 
hereby publishes amendments to the 
Federal rules contained in 30 CFR Part 
914 to effect this action. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Richard D. McNabb, Director, 
Indiana Field Office, Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement, 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse, 
Room 522, 46 East Ohio Street, 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, Telephone: 
(317) 269-2600. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: — 
I. Background on the Indiana Program 


Information pertinent to the general 
background on the Indiana State 
program, including the Secretary's 
’ Findings, the disposition of comments 
and a detailed explanation of the 
conditions of approval of the Indiana 
program can be found in the July 26, 
1982, Federal Register (47 FR 32071- 
32108). 


IL. Background on the Secretary's 
Conditional Approval and Indiana’s 
Program Amendment 

One of the conditions of the 
Secretary's approval, 30 CFR 
914.11(b)(2), stated that Indiana must 
amend its permit application forms to 
require the applicant to certify that all 
reclamation fees due under 30 CFR 
870.12 have been paid. 

On September 1, 1982, Indiana 
submitted its revised permit application 
forms to satisfy the condition set forth in 
30 CFR 914.11(b)(2). See IN-0290. 

OSM published a notice in the Federal 
Register on October 29, 1982, 
announcing receipt of these modified 
permit application forms and inviting 
public comment on whether the 
proposed program amendment corrected 
the deficiency (47 FR 49301-49032). The 
comment period closed on November 29, 
1982. A public hearing scheduled 
November 19, 1982, was not held 
because no one expressed a desire to 
present testimony. 

Ill. Secretary’s Findings 

The Secretary finds that the amended 
permit application forms submitted by 
Indiana on September 1, 1982, address 
the requirements of the condition set 
forth at 30 CFR 914.11(b)(2). The 
Secretary finds further that the revised 
permit application forms coupled with 
the permit approval requirements of 
Indiana rule 310 IAC 12-3-112(m) 
provide for the assurance that the 
applicant submit proof that all 
reclamation fees have been paid. 
Therefore, the Secretary finds that 
Indiana's program is now no less * 
effective than 30 CFR 786.19(h). The 
modified permit application forms 
require the applicant to affirm that all 
reclamation fees due as required by 30 
CFR 870.12 have been paid to the U.S. 
Department of the Interior, Office of 
Surface Mining. 

IV. Public Comments 

While public comments were 
requested, no substantive comments 
were received. 

V. Secretary’s Decision 


Accordingly, the Secretary hereby 
approves Indiana's amended permit 


application forms and the condition set 
forth at 30 CFR 914.11(b)(2) is removed. 


VI. Procedural Matters 


Paperwork Reduction Act. There are 
no information collection requirements 
in 30 CFR 914.11(b) requiring approval 
by the Office of management and Budget 
under 44 U.S.C. 3507. 

National Environmental Policy Act. 
The Secretary has determined that 
pursuant to section 702(d) of SMCRA, 30 
U.S.C. 1292{d), no Environmental Impact 
Statement need-be prepared on this 
rulemaking. 

Executive Order 12291. On August 28, 
1981, the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) granted OSM an 
exemption from Sections 3, 4, 7, and 8 of 
Executive Order 12291 for actions 
directly related to approval or 
conditional approval of State regulatory 
programs. Therefore, this action is 
exempt from preparation of a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis and regulatory review 
by OMB. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act. Pursuant 
to the Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 
96-354, I have certified that this 
proposed rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

EPA Concurrence. On July 9, 1982, the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency transmitted a written 
concurrence on the Indiana program. 
The condition being addressed in this 
document is not an aspect of the Indiana 
program which relates to air or water 
quality standards promulgated under the 
authority of the Federal Clean Water 
Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1151-1175), 
and the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 1857, et seg.). 


List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 914 


Coal mining, Intergovernmental 
relations, Surface mining, Underground 
mining. 

Accordingly, Part 914 of Title 30 is 
amended as set forth herein. 

Dated: December 10, 1982. 

Daniel N. Miller, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Energy and Minerals. 


PART 914—INDIANA 


Accordingly, Part 914 of Title 30 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 914 
is: 

Authority: Pub. L. 95-87; Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 
U.S.C. 1201 et seq.). 


2. 30 CFR 914.10 is revised to read as 
follows: 
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§914.10 State regulatory program 

approval 

The Indiana State program, as 
submitted on March 3, 1980, as amended 
and clarified on June 4, 1980, as 
resubmitted on September 28, 1981, and 
clarified on December 8, 1981, April 8, 
1982, May 18-19, 1982, and May 26, 1982, 
is conditionally approved, effective July 
29, 1982. Beginning on that date, the 
Indiana Department of Natural 
Resources shall be deemed the 
regulatory authority in Indiana for all 
surface coal mining and reclamation 
operations and all coal exploration 
operations on non-Federal and non- 
Indian lands. Only surface coal mining 
and reclamation operations on Non- 
Federal and non-Indian lands shall be 
subject to the provisions of the Indiana 
permanent regulatory program. 
Beginning on December 17, 1982, the 
program includes program amendments 
submitted on September 1, 1982. 

Copies of the approved program, 
together with copies of the letter of the 
Department of Natural Resources 
agreeing to the conditions of 30 CFR 
914.11, are available at: 

Office of Surface Mining, Room 5315, 
1100 L Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20240 

Office of Surface Mining, 46 East Ohio 
Street Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 

Indiana Department of Natural 
Resources, Suite 202, 309 W. 
Washington Street, Indianapolis, 
Indiana 46204 
3. Section 914.11 is amended by 

removing and reserving paragraph 


(b)(2). 


§ 914.11 Conditions of State regulatory 
approval. 


(b) eet 
(2) [Reserved] 


[FR Doc. 82-34323 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
32 CFR Part 1662 


Selective Service Regulations; 
Freedom of Information Act 
Procedures 


AGENCY: Selective Service System. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Fees for the processing of 
Freedom of Information Act requests are 
revised to assure the recovery of costs 
of such processing. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: December 20, 1982. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Henry N. Williams, General Counsel, 
Selective Service System, Washington, 
D.C. 20435 Phone: (202) 724-1167. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to Selective Service 
Regulations was published for comment 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 on November 5, 
1982 at 47 FR 50310. We received 
comments from three persons, and, in 
light of these comments, we have 
clarified the text of the rule. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
I have determined that this proposed 
rule is not a “Major” rule and therefore 
does not require a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub.L. 96- 
354, 94 Siat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612). I 
have determined that these regulations 
do not have significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. 


List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 1662 
Freedom of Information. 


Dated: December 13, 1982. 
Thomas K. Turnage, 
Director. 


PART 1662—I AMENDED] 
32 CFR 1662.6 is revised to read: 


§ 1662.6 Fees. 

(a) Following is the fees schedule for 
the search and reproduction of 
information available under the 
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
552), as amended. 

(1) Search for records—the product of 
the time used in the search, in units of 4 
hour (a fraction thereof to be counted a 
¥%, hour) X the hourly pay of the 
employee making the search. $5.00 of the 
cost of each search will be waived, 

(2) Duplication of records. The charge 
for office copy reproduction is 25 cents 
per page. The charge for shelf stock is 10 
cent per page. 

(3) Other—When no specific fee has 
been established for a service, or the 
request for a service does not fall under 
one of the above categories due to the 
amount or type thereof, the Associate 
Director for Administration is 
authorized to establish an appropriate 
fee based on “direct costs” as provided 
in the Freedom of Information Act and 
in accordance with Office of 
Management and Budget Circular No. 
A-25, “User Charges.” Examples of 
services covered by this provision 
include searches involving computer 
time or special travel, transportation, or 
communications costs. 

(b) If records requested under this 
part are stored elsewhere than the 


headquarters of the Selective Service 
System (SSS) at Washington, D.C., the 
special costs of retrieving and returning 
such records to the headquarters for 
review will be added to the search 
costs. 

(c) A search will not be undertaken 
until the requester pays the estimated 
cost thereof in excess of $5.00. No other 
service will be rendered until the 
requester pays the estimated cost 
thereof. 

(d) Fees must be paid in full prior to 
issuance of requested copies. In the 
event the requester is in arrears for 
previous requests, copies of records will 
not be provided for any subsequent 
request until the arrears have been paid 
in full. 

(e) Remittances shall be in the form 
either of a personal check or bank draft 
drawn on a bank in the United States, or 
a postal money order. Remittances shall 
be made payable to the order of the 
Selective Service System and mailed or 
delivered to the Records Manager, 
Selective Service System, Washington, 
D.C. 20435. 

(f) A receipt for fees paid will be given 
upon request. Refund of fees paid for 
services actually rendered will not be 
made. Payments of estimated costs in 
excess of actual costs will be refunded 
when the excess payment exceeds 99 
cents. 

(g) The Associate Director for 
Administration or an officer designated 
by the Associate Director for 
Administration shall, in accordance 
with the Freedom of Information Act, 
waive all or part of any fee provided for 
in this section when the Associate 
Director for Administration or the 
designated officer “* * * determines 
that waiver or reduction of the fee is in 
the public interest because furnishing 
the information can be considered as 
primarily benefiting the general public.” 
{FR Doc. 82-34237 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8015-01-M 


POSTAL SERVICE 
39 CFR Parts 3, 4, 6, and 8 


Bylaws of Board of Governors; 
Miscellaneous Changes 


AGENCY: Postal Service. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The bylaws of the Board of 
Governors are revised to reorganize the 
Board's administrative staff function 
and to clarify matters requiring 
notification to, or approval by, the 
Board. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 7, 1982. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Louis A. Cox, (202) 245-4632. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Staff 
administration for the Board is 
reorganized: to establish an Office of the 
Board of Governors; to require the 
Chairman of the Board to set the agenda 
for meetings; to provide that the 
Secretary of the Board is appointed by 
the Board, serves at its pleasure, and is 
responsible for carrying out the 
functions of the Office of the Board of 
Governors; and to make it clear that 
regular meetings may be held outside of 
Washington, D.C. The list of decisions 
reserved to the Board is revised to 
include approval of official statements 
concerning major policy changes, 
positions concerning Postal Service 
petitions to the Supreme Court, the 
annual financial statements, and the 
annual comprehensive statement to 
Congress on postal operations. Advance 
notice is required concerning the 
candidates which the Postmaster 
General is considering for appointment 
to fill vacancies in the officer positions 
within postal management. Information 
is required concerning Equal 
Employment Opportunity performance, 
major litigation activities, significant 
accounting changes, and other matters 
with important policy implications. 


List of Subjects in 39 CFR Parts 3, 4, 6 
and 8 


Organization and functions 
(Government agencies), Administrative 
practice and procedure, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Postal 
Service. 

Accordingly, 39 CFR is amended as 
follows: 


PART 3—BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
[ARTICLE Ill} 


1. In § 3.4 redesignate paragraphs (f) 
through (q) as paragraphs (g) through (r); 
redesignate paragraphs (r) through (u) as 
paragraphs (u) through (x); revise 
paragraph (c) and add new paragraphs 
(f), (s), and (t) to read as follows: 


§3.4 Matters reserved for decision by the 
Board. 


* * 


(c) Election of the Chairman of the 
Board of Governors (by the Governors, 
39 U.S.C. 202 (a)), the Vice Chairman of 
the Board, and the appointment of the 
Secretary of the Board. 


(f) Approval of the annual financial 


statements of the Postal Service 
following receipt of the annual report of 
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the Postal Service's independent, 
certified public accounting firm. 

(s) Approval of official statements 
adopting major policy positions or 
departing from established major policy 
positions, and of official positions on 
legislative proposals having a major 
impact on the Postal Service. 

(t) Approval of all positions taken 
with the Department of Justice on 
petitioning the Supreme Court of the 
United States for writs of certiorari. 

2. In § 3.7 redesignate paragraph (b) 
as paragraph (d) and add new 
paragraphs (b) and (c) to read as 
follows: 


§ 3.7 Information furnished to Board— 
Program review. 

(b) To enable the Board to review the 
effectiveness of the Postal Service's 
equal employment opportunity program, 
performance data relating to this 
program shall be furnished to the Board 
at least quarterly. This data shall be 
categorized in such manner as the 
Board, from time to time, specifies. 

(c) To enable the Board to consider 
candidates before the fact, the 
Postmaster General shall furnish 
information to the Board in advance of 
each calendar quarter of any vacancies 
that are anticipated during that quarter 
in the positions of: 

Senior Assistant Postmasters General 
Assistant Postmasters General 
Regional Postmasters General 
General Counsel 

Chief Inspector 

Controller 

Treasurer 

Consumer Advocate 

Executive Assistant to the Postmaster 

General 
Judicial Officer 
The Postmaster General shall also 
furnish written information on the 
candidates for such appointments. In the 
event of unanticipated vacancies, the 
Postmaster General shall furnish similar 
candidate information to the Board, not 
less than thirty days prior to any 
appointment action. 

3. Section 3.8 is revised, and new § 3.9 
is added to read as follows: 


§3.8 Information furnished to Board— 
Special reports. 


To insure that the Board receives 
significant information of developments 
meriting its attention, postal 
management shall bring to the Board's 
attention the following matters: 

(a) Major developments in personnel 
areas, including but not limited to equal 


employment opportunity, career 
development and training, and grade 
and salary structures. 

(b) Major litigation activities. Postal 
management shall also notify the Board 
in a timely manner whenever it proposes 
to seek review by any United States 
Court of Appeals of an adverse judicial 
decision. | 

(c) Any significant changes proposed 
in the Postal Service’s system of 
accounts or methods of accounting. 

(d) Matters of special importance, 
including but not limited to important 
research and development initiatives, 
major changes in Postal Service 
organization or structure, major law 
enforcement activities, and other 
matters having a significant impact upon 
the relationship of the Postal Service 
with its employees, with any major 
branch of Government, or with the 
general public. 

(e) Other matters having important 
policy implications. 


§3.9 Office of the Board of Governors. 

There shall be located in Washington, 
D.C. an Office of the Board of Governors 
of the United States Postal Service. It 
shall be the function of this Office to 
provide staff support for the Board, as 
directed by the Chairman of the Board, 
to enable the Board to carry out 
effectively its duties under the 
Reorganization Act. To further assist the 
Board in discharging its responsibilities, 
the Office of the Board, upon the request 
of any Governor, shall provide for staff 
support at that Governor's place of 
work. Such on-site support shall be 
limited to those services directly relating 
to a Governor's duties under the 
Reorganization Act that cannot 
reasonably be performed at postal 
headquarters and shall be provided in 
the most efficient manner possible. 


PART 4—OFFICERS [ARTICLE !V] 


4. In § 4.1 paragraph (a) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 4.1 Chairman. 

(a) Shall preside at all regular and 
special meetings of the Board, and shall 
set the agenda for such meetings; 

5. Section 4.6 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§4.6 Secretary of the Board. 

The Secretary of the Board of 
Governors is appointed by the Board 
and serves at the pleasure of the Board. 
The Secretary shall be responsible for 
carrying out the functions of the Office 
of the Board of Governors, under the 
direction of the Chairman of the Board. 
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The Secretary shall also issue notices of 
meetings of the Board and its 
committees, keep minutes of these 
meetings, and monitor compliance with 
all statutes and regulations dealing with 
public observation of meetings. The 
Secretary shall perform all those duties 
incident to this office, including those 
duties assigned by the Board or by the 
Chairman of the Board. The Chairman 
may designate such assistant secretaries 
as may be necessary to perform any of 
the duties of the Secretary. 


PART 6—MEETINGS [ARTICLE VI] 


6. Section 6.1 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§6.1 Regular meetings, annual meeting. 


The Board shall neet regularly on the 
first Tuesday of each month. The first 
regular meeting of each calendar year is 
designated as the annual meeting. 
Consistent with the provisions of § 7.5 of 
these bylaws, the time or place of a 
regular or annual meeting may be varied 
by action of the Chairman, or by a 
recorded vote of a majority of the 
members of the Board, with the earliest 
practicable notice to the other members 
of the Board and to the Secretary. If the 
Chairman varies the time or place of a 
meeting, he shall give not less than 8 
days’ notice to the other members of the 
Board and to the Secretary. The 
Secretary shall distribute to the 
members an agenda setting forth the 
proposed subject matter for any regular 
or annual meeting in advance of the 
meeting. 


PART 8—REPORTS AND RECORDS 
[ARTICLE Vill} 


7. Section 8.2 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 8.2 Reports to the executive and 
legislative branches. 


(a) No later than the annual meeting 
of the Board, the Postmaster General 
shall give to the Board an annual report 
concerning the operations of the Postal 
Service, as required by 39 U.S.C. 2402. 
Upon approval of this report, or after 
making any changes it considers 
appropriate, the Board shall transmit 
this report to the President and the 
Congress. The Postmaster General shall 
make the necessary arrangements for 
the printing of the report and its sale to 
the public. 

(b) Prior to the submission of the 
annual budget to the Congress, the 
Postmaster General shall submit to the 
Bord a comprehensive statement on 
postal operations containing the 
information required under 39 U.S.C. 
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2401(g). Upon approval of this 
statement, or after making any changes 
the Board considers appropriate, the 
statement shall be transmitted to the 
Congress, as required by 39 U.S.C. 
2401(g). 

(39 U.S.C. 202, 205, 401) 

Louis A. Cox, 

General Counsel. 

(FR Doc. 82-34107 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7710-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
[Docket No. NH-543; A-1-FRL 2246-4] 


Approval and Promulgation of 
implementation Plans—New 
Hampshire; Group | VOC Compliance 
Schedules 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: EPA is approving, in part, 
State implementation plan (SIP) 
revisions submitted by the State of New 
Hampshire. These revisions will ensure 
reduced emissions from major sources 
of volatile organic compounds (VOC). 
The intended effect of this action is to 
satisfy conditions for Part D plan 
requirements for nonattainment areas 
under Section 172(b)(2) of the Clean Air 
Act. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 17, 1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alan E. Dion, (617) 223-5130. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
conditionally approved New 
Hampshires’ VOC regulations in the 
April 11, 1980 Federal Register (45 FR 
24869) and required submittal of permits 
with compliance schedules for 9 major 
sources of VOC. Region I gave 
Immediate Final approval to 6 of these 
sources in the June 7, 1982 Federal 
Register (47 FR 24552). No action was 
taken on the other three sources since 
we felt their permits were still not 
complete, and there was some question 
whether they were in compliance. EPA 
decided to utilize an Immediate Final 
Notice for the six permits because we 
did not anticipate that the rulemaking 
would generate any comments or 
controversy. In that rulemaking we 
stated that we would withdraw our 
approval and publish a Notice of 
proposed Rulemaking (NPR) if anyone 
commented on the action. We received 
comments form the Conservation Law 
Foundation (CLF) regarding approval of 
the permits for Oak Materials Group 


and Markem Corporation, and therefore 
withdrew our approval on August 31, 
1982 (47 FR 38321). We then proposed 
approval of these 6 schedules in the 
same day’s Federal Register (47 FR 
38364). No additional public comments 
were received on the NPR. 

The State has notified EPA that Oak 
Materials and Markem have altered 
their compliance schedules and 
requested revisions to their permits. 
Since the state Air Resources Agency 
has not yet issued revised permits for 
these sources, it would not be 
appropriate for us to take final action on 
the existing schedules at this time. Once 
we receive the revised compliance 
schedules for Markem and Oak 
materials we will evaluate them, and if 
appropriate, repropose approval. Since 
the issues raised by CLF deal only with 
these two sources, EPA will defer any 
evaluation and response to CLF’s 
comments until after we have received 
and reviewed the revised schedules. 


Action 


EPA is approving compliance 
schedules for Mobil Oil Corporation; 
ATC Petroleum, Inc.; Velcro USA, Inc.; 
and Nashua Corporation's facility at 
Nashua, EPA is taking no action on 
Ideal Tape, Essex Group, Nashua 
Corporation’s Merrimack Facility, Oak 
Materials Group and Markem 
Corporation. 

Under Executive Order 12291, today’s 
action is not “Major”. It has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for review. Any 
comments from OMB to EPA, and any 
EPA response, are available for public 
inspection at Room 2111, JFK Federal 
Building, Boston, MA 02203. 

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of 
this action must be filed in the United 
States Court of Appeals for the 
appropriate circuit by February 15, 1983. 
This action may not be challenged later 
in proceedings to enforce its 
requirements. (See section 307(b)(2)). 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations. 


(Sec. 110{a) and Sec. 301(a) of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7410(a) and 
7601(a)).) 

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
New Hampshire was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on July 1, 
1982. 
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Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


PART 52—[AMENDED] 


Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 


Subpart EE—New Hampshire 


1. Section 52.1520 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(21) as follows: 


§ 52.1520 Identification of pian. 
* 


* * * * 


(c) * * 

(21) Operating permits with 
compliance schedules for VOC sources 
were submitted May 2, 1980, May 16, 
1980, November 20, 1981 and January 8, 
1982. Approved are operating permits 
for Mobil Oil Corporation; ATC 
Petroleum, Inc.; Velcro USA, Inc.; and 
Nashua Corporation's facility at Nashua. 

2. Section 52.1527 is amended by 
adding paragraphs (c)(4)-{8) as follows: 


§ 52.1527 Rules and regulations. 

(c) Part D—No Action—EPA is neither 
approving nor disapproving the 
following elements of the revisions: 

(4) Markem Corporation, submitted 
May 2, 1980. 

(5) Oak Materials Group, submitted 
May 2, 1980. 

(6) Ideal Tape, submitted May 16, 
1980. 

(7) Essex Group, submitted May 16, 
1980. 

(8) Nashua Corporation’s Merrimack 
facility, submitted May 16, 1980. 

[FR Doc. 82-94297 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] ~ 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 52 
[A-10-FRL-2248-6] 


Revision to Washington State 
implementation Pian 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rulemaking addresses 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
revisions submitted by the State of 
Washington Department of Ecology 
(DOE) pursuant to the requirements of 
Part D of the 1977 Clean Air Act 
(hereafter referred to as the Act). In 
today’s action, EPA is approving 
revisions to the ozone (Os) attainment 
plan for the Vancouver portion of the 
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Portland, Oregon-Vancouver, 
Washington nonattainment area. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 15, 1983. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the materials 
relevant to the SIP may be examined 
during normal business hours at: 
Central Docket Section (10A-82-10); 
West Tower Lobby, Gallery I 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street, SW, Washington, D:C. 20460 
Air Programs: Branch,,M/S 532, 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 10, 1200'Sixth Avenue, Seattle, 
Washingtan 98101 
State of Washington, Department of 
Ecology, PV-11, 4224 Sixth Avenue, 
Southeast, Rowe Six, Building +4, 
Lacey, Washington 98504 
Copy of the State’s submittal may be 
examined at: The Office of Federal 
Register, 1100 L Street, NW, Room 8401, 
Washington, D.C: 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard: F.. White, Air Programs Branch, 
M/S 532, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, WA 
98101, Telephone No. (206) 442-4016; 
FTS: 399-4016. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


The Clean Air Actrequires any area 
which has requested and received an 
attainment date extension for O;.or 
carbon monoxide te:submit by July: 1, 
1982 a revised SIP containing all 
measures needed to provide for 
attainment by 1987. Section 172(c), 42 
U.S.C. 7502{c}, and. Section 129(c)} 
(uncodified), Pub. L. 95-95. 

On July 16, 1982, the State of 
Washington DOE officially submitted 
the.1982 Vancouver O, SIP revisions to 
EPA. On September 30, 1982 (47 FR 
43083) EPA proposed to approve the 
revisions. Today’s action gives final 
approval to the Vancouver’O; SIP 
revisions, including DOE revisions to 
WAC 173-490 (Control of Volatile 
Organic Compounds). Additional 
background information on today's 
action can be found in the September 30, 
1982 proposed rulemaking. 


II. Response to Comments 


A 30-day public comment period was 
provided onthe proposed rulemaking. 
No comments. were- received. 


Ill. Plan Review 


Requirements for SIP revisions for 
areas with attainment date extensions 
are described ima policy notice 
published on. January 22, 1981 (46. FR 
7182), EPA reviewed. the revised 
Vancouver O; SIP for conformity with 


these requirements..The results of EPA's 
review are contained in a technical 
support document which ig available at 
the offices listed’ under “Addresses” 
above. 

Briefly, EPA found that the Vanvouver 
O, SIP revisions provide for attainment 
of the ©; standard by December 31, 1987 
and require “reasonable further 
progress” (RFP)! in the period’ before 
attainment. The SIP includes a 
contingency plan tobe implemented in 


’ the event that RFP is jeopardized! The 


principal control measure in the SIP is 
DOE regulatiom WAC 173-490 (Control 
of Volatile Organic Compounds). This 
regulation will reduce emissions of O; 
precursors from stationary sources. The 
plan also provides for emission 
reductions from. transportation sources. 


IV. Summary of Rulemaking Action 


EPA approves the revised’ Vancouver 
O,; attainment plan as meeting the 
requirements for areas with attainment 
date extensions. 

Under Executive Order 12291, today's 
action is not “major”. It has been 
exempted from review by the Office of 
Management and’ Budget: 

Under Section 307(b){1) of the.Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of this section 
must be filed in. the United States Court 
of Appeals for the appropriate circuit by 
February 15, 1983. This action may not 
be challenged later in. proceedings to 
enforce its requirements (See 307(b)(2)): 


(Secs. 171 through 173:of the Clean: Air Act, 
as amended '(42.U.S.C. 7407(d),.7410fa); 7501 
throughn7503;.and 7601{a))) 


List of Subjects.in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution:control,.Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Carbom monoxide, Nitrogen 
dioxide, Lead} Particulate matter, 
Hydrocarbons; Intergovernmental 
relations. 

Note.—Incorporation: by reference of the 
Implementation Plan for the State of 
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Washington was:approved by the Director of 
the Office of Federal Register in November 
1982. 

Dated: December 10,.1982: 
Anne M. Gorsuch; 
Administrator. 


PART 52—[AMENDED] 


Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 Cade: of 
Federal Regulations.is.amended.as 
follows: 


Subpart WW—Washington 


1. In §52:2470, paragraph (c)(32) is 
added as follows: 


§ 52.2470 Identification of pian: 
()*** 
(32) On July 16, 1982 the State of 

Washington Department of Ecology 

submitted implementation plan 

revisions which build upon those 
submitted in May 1979. The revisions 
include: of: the: following elements: 

(i) An ozone attainment plan for the 
Vancouver, Washington, nonattainment 
area. 

(ii) Amendments to WAC 173—490— 
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC). On 
December 17,.1982 EPA published: final 
rulemaking action: om the Washington 
SIP as:describedi below: 

(A): Approval 

(1) Vancouver Ozone: SIP 

(2) Amendments te WAC173-490 

2. Section. 52.2472 is amended by 
revising. paragraph (d) to-read as 
follows: 

§ 52.2472 Extension. 

(d) The Administrator hereby extends 
the attainment date for ozone in the 
Vancouver portien:of the Portland, 
Oregon-Vancouver, Washington 
nonattainment area to December 31, 
1987. 

3. Section 52.2478 is amended by 
revising the Portland Interstate AQCR 
(Washington portion)! part of the Table 
and adding footnote “in.” 


§ 52.2478 Attainment dates for national standards. 


Air quality control region and nonattainment 
area 


Portiand Interstate AQCR: (Washington Portion) 
1. Vancouver, WA TSP area.. see 


n. December 33, 1987. 
[FR Doc. 82-34296 Filed 12-16-82; 6:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 
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GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


41 CFR Part 101-47 
[FPMR Amdt. H-135] 


Utilization of Excess Real Property; 
Reimbursement for Excess Real 
Property Transfers 


AGENCY: General Services 
Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This regulation requires that 
Federal agencies be charged 100 percent 
of estimated fair market value for 
excess real property transferred to them. 
In keeping with the Administration's 
policy of reducing Federal spending and 
encouraging the optimum use of Federal 
real property, this regulation imposes a 
100 percent reimbursement requirement, 
with very limited exceptions. This 
requirement is intended to encourage 
Federal agencies to scrutinize their real 
property needs more thoroughly and to 
develop more meaningful utilization 
plans, to aid in accomplishing the 
Administration's objectives. 
DATE: Effective December 17, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James H. Pitts, Office of Real Property 
(202-535-7067). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: GSA has 
determined that this rule is not a major 
rule for the purposes of Executive Order 
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is 
not likely to result in an annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; a 
major increase in costs to consumers or 
others; or significant adverse effects. 
GSA has based all administrative 
decisions underlying this rule on 
adequate information concerning the 
need for, and consequences of, this rule; 
has determined that the potential 
benefits to society from this rule 
outweigh the potential costs and has 
maximized the net benefits; and has 
chosen the alternative approach 
involving the least net cost to society. 
Current regulations require that 
Federal agencies be charged 50 percent 
of the appraised fair market value of 
excess real property transferred to them, 
but provide for an exception to that 
requirement under certain 
circumstances. In keeping with the 
Adminstration’s policy of reducing 
Federal spending and encouraging the 


optimum use of Federal real property, 
this regulation imposes a 100 percent~ 
reimbursement requirement, with very 
limited exceptions. This requirement is 
intended to encourage Federal agencies 
to scrutinize their real property needs 
more thoroughly and to develop more 
meaningful utilization plans, to aid in 
accomplishing the Administration’s 
objectives. 


List of Subjects in 41 CFR Part 101-47 


Surplus Government property, 
Government property management. 

Accordingly, 41 CFR Part 101-47 is 
amended as follows: 


Subpart 101-47.2—Utilization of 
Excess Real Property 


Paragraphs (f)(1) and (f)(2) of § 101- 
47.203-7 are revised to read as follows: 


§ 101-47.203-7 Transfers. 
* 


* * * * 


*~* 


(1) Where the transferor agency has 
requested the net proceeds of the 
transfer pursuant to section 204 (c) of 
the Act, or where either the transferor or 
transferee agency (or organizational unit 
affected) is subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act (31 U.S.C. 841) 
or is a mixed-ownership Government 
corporation, or the municipal 
government of the District of Columbia, 
reimbursement for the transfer shall be 
in an amount equal to the estimated fair 
market value of the property requested 
as determined by the Administrator: 
Provided, That where the transferor 
agency is a wholly owned Government 
corporation, the reimbursement shall be 
either in an amount equal to the 
estimated fair market value of the 
property requested, or the corporation's 
book value thereof, as may be agreed 
upon by GSA and the corporation. 

(2) Reimbursement for all other 
transfers of excess real property shall 
be: 

(i) In an amount equal to 100 percent 
of the estimated fair market value of the 
property requested, as determined by 
the Administrator, or if the transfer is 
for the purpose of upgrading facilities 
(i.e., for the purpose of replacing other 
property of the transferee agency which 
because of the location, nature, or 
condition thereof, is less efficient for 
use), the reimbursement shall be in an. 


amount equal to the difference between 
the estimated fair market value of the 
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property to be replaced and the 
estimated fair market value of the 
property requested, as determined by 
the Administrator. 

(ii) Without reimbursement when the 
transfer is to be made under either of 
the following conditions: 

(A) Congress has specifically 
authorized the transfer without 
reimbursement, or 

(B) The Administrator with the 
approval of the Director. Office of 
Management and Budget, has approved 
a request for an exception from the 100 
percent reimbursement requirement. 

(1) A request for exception from the 
100 percent reimbursement requirement 
shall be endorsed by the head of the 
executive department or agency 
requesting the exception. 

(2) A request for exception from the 
100 percent reimbursement requirement 
will be submitted to GSA for referral to 
the Director, Office of Management and 
Budget, and shall include an explanation 
of how granting the exception would 
further essential agency program 
objectives and at the same time be 
consistent with Executive Order 12348, 
dated February 25, 1982. The 
unavailability of funds alone is not 
sufficient to justify an exception. The 
above required data and documentation 
shall be attached to GSA Form 1334 by 
the transferee agency on submission of 
that form to GSA. 

(3) If the Administrator with the 
approval of the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, approves the 
request for.an exception, the 
Administrator may then complete the 
transfer. A copy of the Office of 
Managment and Budget approval will be 
sent to the Property Review Board. 

(4) The agency requesting the 
exception will assume responsibility for 
protection and maintenance costs where 
the disposal of the property is deferred 
for more than 30 days because of the 
consideration of the request for an 
exception to the 100 percent 
reimbursement requirement. 


(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486({c)) 
Dated: November 24, 1982. 

Ray Kline, 

Acting Administrator of General Services. 


[FR Doc. 82-34266 Filed 12-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-96-M 





Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices. to the public of . the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 


opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to: the adoption of the: fina 
rules. . 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 915 


Avocados Grown in South Florida; 
Proposed Amendment to Subpart— 
Rules and' Regulations 


AGENCY: Agricultural. Marketing Service. 
USDA. 
ACTION: Proposed rule: 





SUMMARY: This proposed rule invites 
written comment on.a proposal to 
modify. voting procedures at grower 
nomination meetings to limit proxy 
voting to growers residing outside the 
production area. Such actidn is designed 
to encourage more active grower 
participation at'meetings held to 
nominate grower members of the 
Avocado: Administrative Committee. 
DATE: Comments must be submitted on 
or before January 3; 1983. 

ADDRESS: Sent two copies of comments 
to Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Room 1077, South Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William J. Doyle, Chief, Fruit Branch, 
F&V,.AMS, USDA, Washington, D.C. 
20250, telephone 202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proposed rule has been.reviewed under 
Secretary's Memorandum 1512-1 and 
Executive Order 12291, and has been 
designated a “non-major” rule. William 
T. Manley; Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, and 
will not substantially. affect costs for the 
directly regulated handlers. 

This proposed rule is issued under the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 915, as amended (7 CFR Part 
915), regulating the handling of 
avocados grown in South Florida. The 
agreement and order are effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 


Act of 1937, as. amended (7 U.S,C..601- 
674), The actiom is based: upor the 
recommendations and information 
submitted by the Avocado 
Administrative Committee and upon 
other available information. It is hereby 
found that this actiom will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy, of the Act. 

The propesed rule would modify. 
voting procedures by limiting proxy. 
voting at grower nomination meetings to 
those growers who reside outside the 
production area. Currently, all growers 
are permitted: to vote by proxy. at’ such - 
nominatiom meetings, including. growers 
residing in the production area. The 
committee is of the opinion thatit is not 
necessary to extend the privilege of 
proxy voting to growers residing in the 
production area. Such growers live 
relatively clase to the place where 
nomination meetings. are held, and 
should not find it difficult or 
burdensome to.attend such meetings in 
person. The praposed rule is. designed to 
encourage more:active participation at 
such meetings where growers nominate 
fellow growers to:serve on the 
committee. 

Under the: proposal, § 915.115 
Nomination procedure; would be 
amended. im accordance with § 915,22: 
Nomination, which provides. for the 
establishment of. pracedural rules for the 
conduct of nominations, 


List of Subjects in 7;CER Part 915 


Marketing: agreements and orders, 
Avocados; Florida. 


The proposal would revise paragraph 
(a) of § 915.115 Nomination procedure, 
under Subpart-Rules and Regulations, to 
read as follows: 


§ 915.115 Nomination procedure. 


(a) Any grower who resides outside 
the production. area.and desires to be 
represented: in a. nomination meeting by 
a duly, authorized. agent and to have 
such grower’s.vote cast. by such agent in 
the nomination and.election of nominees 
for grower members and alternate 
members to fill positions on the 
Avocado Administrative Committee, as 
provided in § 915.22(b)(2), shall submit 
to the committee, not later than January 
20, a written statement containing the 
following: 

(1) Name of grower; 

(2) Mailing address; 
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(3) Location of each avocado grove 
(either legali or fromestablished 
landmarks); 

(4) Number of avocado trees owned; 

(5) Number of 55-pound' units: of 
avocados marketed to date during the 
current season; 

(6) Name of the handler of the fruit 
marketed: 

(7) Authorization, including the name 
and address, of the person. who is to 
represent said:grower at the: nomination 
meeting. 

Dated: December 13,.1982. 

D. S. Kuryloski; 

Acting Director, Frait‘and: Vegetable Division: 
Agricultural Marketing: Service. 

{FR Dec. 82-34226 Filed 12-16-42: (46 am} 

BILLING: CGDE 3830-02-M' 


Commodity Credit Corporation 
7 CFR Part 1430 


Dairy Price Suppert Program 


AGENGY:.Commodity. Credit Corporation, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule: 


SUMMARY: This. propased rule sets. forth 
additional procedures. for implementing 
recent changes. in the. dairy, price. support 
program. These changes are authorized 
by amendments.to.the Agricultural Act 
of 1949 by sectiom 101 of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation. Act. of 1982 (Pub. 


‘L.. 97-253, 96Stat..763, approved 


September 8, 1982), The provisions 
which have already been. implemented 
on December 1,.1982,. provide that during 
the period. of October 1,.1982, through 
September 30, 1985, the Secretary. of 
Agriculture may, provide for the 
deduction of 50.cents: per hundredweight 
from. the proceeds. of the sale of. all milk 
marketed commercially by. producers: 
Deductions. are to. be remitted to the 
Commodity Credit Corporatiom (CCC) to 
offset a portion. of the cast. of the price 
support. program. The deductions.also 
are intended) to encourage a reduction in 
milk. production. Because of the 
substantial purchases of dairy products 
by the CCC under the price support 
program, the Secretary determined that 
the deductions should become effective 
on December 1, 1982, and regulations 
implementing this phase of the dairy 
collection plan were published in the 
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Federal Register on November 30, 1982 
(47 FR 53831). 

The amendments made to the 1949 
Act by the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1982 also provide 
that an additional deduction of 50 cents 
per hundredweight from the proceeds of 
all milk marketed by producers may be 
made during the period of April 1, 1983, 
through September 30, 1985. However, 
this additional deduction must be 
coupled with a program for refunding to 
producers who reduce their milk 
marketings the money collected under 
the second 50-cent deduction. To 
prepare for the possible implementation 
of this second phase of the dairy 
collection plan, proposed regulations to 
carry out this phase of the plan have 
been developed by the Department. The 
proposed regulations are a modification 
of the regulations already in effect. 
Comments are invited on the operation 
of this second phase in the manner set 
forth in this proposed rule. 


DATE: Comments should be received by 
the Department by February 15, 1983, to 
be assured of consideration. 


ADDRESS: Written comments should be 
sent to the Director, Analysis Division, 
ASCS, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
P.O. Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles N. Shaw, Leader, Dairy and 
Sweeteners Group, Analysis Division, 
ASCS, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
P.O. Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013, 
(202) 447-7601. The Final Regulatory 
Impact Analysis describing the action to 
be taken in this proposed rule and its 
impact is available from Charles N. 
Shaw. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

This proposed rule has been reviewed 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12291 and Secretary's Memorandum No. 
1512-1 and has been classified as a 
“major” action since the rule would 
result in an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million more. 

The title and number of the federal 
assistance program to which this 
proposed rule applies are: Title— 
Commodity Loans and Purchases; 
Number—10.051, as found in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this proposed rule since 
the Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC) is not required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or 
any other provision of law to publish a 
notice of proposed rulemaking with 
respect to the subject matter of this 
proposed rule. 


Statutory Authority for Proposed Rule 


Section 201 of the Agricultural Act of 
1949 was amended by section 101 of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1982 to specify that during the period of 
October 1, 1982, through September 30, 
1985, the Secretary of Agriculture may 
provide for a deduction of 50 cents per 
hundredweight from the proceeds of the 
sale of all milk marketed commercially 
by producers. These deductions are to 
be remitted to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to offset a portion of the 
cost of the price support program. This 
authority does not apply for any fiscal 
year for which the Secretayy projects 
that the annual price support purchases 
will be less than 5 billion pounds milk 
equivalent. If at any time during a fiscal 
year the Secretary estimates that the net 
price support purchases during that year 
will be less than 5 billion pounds, the 
authority for making deductions does 
not apply for the balance of the year. 

Section 201 of the 1949 Act was also 
amended by the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1982 to specify 
that during the period of April 1, 1983, 
through September 30, 1985, the 
Secretary may provide for an additional 
deduction of 50 cents per hundredweight 
from the proceeds of the sale of all milk 
marketed commercially by producers if 
(1) a program is established whereby the 
money collected under this second 50- 
cent deduction would be refunded to 
producers who reduce their milk 
marketings by a specified amount, and 
(2) the Secretary estimated that price 
support purchases of dairy products will 
be at least 7.5 billion pounds milk 
equivalent during the fiscal year. If at 
any time during a fiscal year the 
Secretary estimates that the net price 
support purchases during that year will 
be Jess than 7.5 billion pounds, the 
authority for making the additional 
deduction does not apply for the 
balance of such year. 


Summary of Proposed Rule 


The proposed rule sets forth the 
administrative procedures for collecting 
an additional deduction of 50 cents per 
hundredweight on all milk sold 
commercially by producers, which is 
authorized to begin on April 1, 1983. The 
collections would be made in the same 
manner, and in addition to, the initial 50- 
cent deduction which became applicable 
on December 1, 1982. 

The proposed rule also sets forth the 
administrative procedures for refunding 
the second 50-cent deduction to those 
producers who reduce their marketing of 
milk by a specified amount. The refund 
program would be administered by the 
Agricultural Stabilization and 


Conservation Service county 
committees. 

Under the provisions of the 1949 Act, 
the base period for determining the 
amount of any reduction which is 
specified may be either the fiscal year 
beginning October 1, 1981, or the 
average of the two fiscal years 
beginning October 1, 1980. In order to 
present a more balanced picture of milk 
marketings and to reduce the effects on 
total marketings with respect to those 
producers who may have increased their 
milk marketings in order to obtain the 
highest base possible, it is proposed that 
the base period for determining the 
amount of any specified reduction shall 
be the average of the producer's 
marketings for the two marketing years 
beginning October 1, 1980. Producers 
would have to furnish evidence of their 
monthly marketings of milk to the ASCS 
county committees in order to establish 
a producer base. A producer's 
marketings would be averaged by 
calendar months and the monthly 
averages would be totaled for an annual 
average so that if a refund program is to 
be in effect for less than a year, the 
required reduction can be based on the 
comparable months of the producer's 
base period. Refunds would be made 
only to those producers who reduce 
their marketings from the established 
base by the percentage reduction 
specified by the Secretary. There would 
be no partial refunds for any reduction 
in marketings by producers relative to 
the established base for less than the 
specified percentage reduction. 

Under the proposed rule, a transfer of 
producer base would be permitted with 
respect to dairy farm operations only 
where there has been a change of 
ownership and operation of the entire 
farm since the beginning of the base 
period and where a continuity of the 
enterprise can be traced by the county 
committee, such as those situations 
where a farm is inherited or a complete 
dairy operation is sold. While this 
proposal would allow a transfer of 
producer bases under limited 
circumstances, the calculation of a 
producer base for a producer who has 
acquired only a portion of a dairy farm 
operation since the beginning ofthe — 
base period would not take into 
consideration the history of the 
marketings from that portion of the 
dairy operation which the producer has 
acquired. 

The provisions of the 1949 Act specify 
that the Secrtetary may not require that 
producers, as a condition for receiving 
refunds, reduce their marketings in 
excess of a reduction equivalent to the 
ratio that the total amount of surplus 
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milk production, as estimated by the 
Secretary for the fiscal year, bears to the 
total milk production estimated for such 
period. 

Any accounting and refund resulting 
from a reduction by a producer in milk 
marketings would be made after the end 
of the fiscal year (i.e., the concurrent 
marketing year) when evidence is 
submitted to the ASCS county office of 
the milk which is marketed by the 
producer, and the deductions made from 
those marketings during the year. During 
any period when the refund program is 
in effect for less than a fiscal year, 
producers would have to submit 
evidence of milk marketings and the 
deductions from the sales proceeds for 
such period to the county office after the 
last month during which the refund 
program is in effect in order to be 
eligible to receive a refund for such 
period. 


List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1430 


Milk, Agriculture, Price support 
programs, Dairy products. 


Proposed Rule 


Accordingly, it is proposed that in 7 
CFR Part 1430, the subpart titled 
“Regulations Governing Certain 
Deductions on Milk Marketings of 
Producers” be revised to read as 
follows: 


Subpart—Regulations Governing Certain 
Deductions on Milk Marketings of 
Producers 


Sec. 
1430.291 
1430.292 


General statement. 
Definitions 
1430.293 Period of applicability. 
1430.294 Responsibility for administration 
of regulations. 
1430.295 Remittance of producer 
deductions to CCC. 
1430.296 Procedures for establishing 
producer bases. 
1430.297 Determination of required 
reduction. 
1430.298 Refund procedure 
1430.299 Responsibility for records and 
facilities. 
1430.300 Adjustment of accounts for 
responsible persons. 
1430.301 Charges and penalties. 
1430.302 Continuing obligations. 
1430.303 Limitation of authority. 
1430.304 Estates and trusts; minors. 
1430.305 Appeals. 
1430.306 Setoffs. 
1430.307  Overdisbursement. 
1430.308 Death, incompetency, or 
disappearance. 
1430.309 Assignment. 
1430.310 Instructions and forms. 
Authority: Sec. 201(d) Agricultural Act of 
1949, as amended, (7 U.S.C. 1446); Commodity 
Credit Corporation Charter Act, as amended 
(15 U.S.C. 714 et seq.). 


Subpart—Regulations Governing 
Certain Deductions on Milk Marketings 
of Producers 


§ 1430.291 General statement. 

This subpart provides for the 
implementation of the following 
provisions of the dairy price support 
program as authorized by section 201 of 
the Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended 
(referred to hereafter as the “Act’’): 

(a) Section 201(d)(2) of the Act 
provides that during the period of 
October 1, 1982, through September 30, 
1985, the Secretary may provide for a 
deduction of 50 cents per hundredweight 
from the proceeds of the sale of all milk 
marketed commercially by producers, 
including producers who market milk of 
their own production directly to 
consumers. The deductions are to be 
remitted to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to offset a portion of the 
cost of the dairy price support program. 
The Act also provides that the 
Secretary's authority for requiring such 
deductions shall not apply for any fiscal 
year for which the Secretary estimates 
that the net price support purchases of 
milk or the products of milk will be less 
than 5 billion pounds milk equivalent. In 
addition, if at any time during a fiscal 
year the Secretary should estimate that 
such net price support purchases during 
the fiscal year will be less than 5 billion 
pounds milk equivalent, the Secretary's 
authority for requiring such deductions 
shall not apply for the balance of the 
fiscal year. 

(b) Section 201(d)(3) of the Act 
provides that during the period of April 
1. 1983, through September 30, 1985, the 
Secretary may provide for an additional 
deduction of 50 cents per hundredweight 
from the proceeds of the sale of all milk 
marketed commercially by producers, 
including producers who market milk of 
their own production directly to 
consumers. The deductions are to be 
remitted to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to offset a portion of the 
cost of the dairy price support program. 
The Act provides, however, that such 
deductions shall be implemented only if 
the Secretary establishes a program 
whereby the funds resulting from such 
deductions are refunded to producers 
who reduce their commercial marketings 
from such marketings during a base 
period, and if the Secretary estimates 
that the net price support purchases of 
milk or the products of milk will be at 
least 7.5 billion pounds milk equivalent 
during the applicable fiscal year. The 
Act also provides that if at any time 
during a fiscal year the Secretary should 
estimate that such net price support 
purchases during the fiscal year will be 
less than 7.5 billion pounds milk 
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equivalent, the Secretary's authority for 
requiring such deductions shall not 
apply for the balance of the fiscal year. 


§ 1430.292 Definitions. 


For purposes of this subpart, the terms 
listed below shall have the following 
meanings: 

(a) “United States” means the 50 
states of the United States of America, 
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
and the affected territories of the United 
States of America. 

(b) “Department” means the United 
States Department of Agriculture. 

(c) “Secretary” means the Secretary 
of Agriculture of the United States or 
any officer or employee of the 
Department to whom authority has 
heretofore been delegated, or to whom 
authority may hereafter be delegated to 
act in his stead. 

(d) “CCC” means the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. 

(e) “ASCS” means the Department's 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. 

(f) “State committee” means an ASCS 
State committee. 

(g) “County committee” means an 
ASCS county committee. 

(h) “Dairy Division” means the Dairy 
Division of the Department's 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 

(i) “Person” means any individual, 
partnership, corporation, association, or 
other business or governmental unit. 

(j) “Responsible person” means: 

(1) Any person who pays a producer 
for milk marketed commercially by the 
producer. This shall include a handler 
regulated under a Federal milk order to 
the extent of any payments for milk that 
are transmitted by the handler to the 
market administrator for transmittal by 
the market administrator to individual 
producers. 

(2) Any producer with respect to milk 
of his own production that he markets 
commercially in the form of milk or milk 
products to consumers, either directly or 
through retail or wholesale outlets. 

(k) “Producer” means any person 
within the United States who produces 
milk from cows. 

(l) “Participating producer” means a 
producer who reduces his milk 
marketings and claims a refund. 

(m) “Deduction” means that amount 
which is deducted in accordance with 
§1430.291 from the proceeds of the sale 
of all milk marketed commercially by 
producers. 

(n) “Marketing year” means the 12- 
month period beginning October 1 and 
ending September 30. 
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(0) “Base period” means the 24—month 
period beginning October 1, 1980, and 
ending September 30, 1982. 

(p) “Producer base” means the 2-year 
average of the amount of milk marketed 
during the months of the base period 
which are comparable to the months for 
which a producer is requesting a refund. 

(q) “Surplus” means the milk 
equivalent of the dairy products which 
the Secretary estimates will be 
purchased by the CCC during the 
applicable marketing year. 

(r) “Required reduction” means the 
amount of reduction in the milk 
marketed commercially by a producer in 
order for the producer to be eligible to 
receive a refund of the deductions 
described in §1430.291(b). 

(s) “Refund” means the money that is 
returned to a producer who reduces his 
marketings by the required reduction 
announced by the Secretary. 


§1430.293 Period of applicability. 

The provisions of this subpart shall 
apply only to the milk that is marketed 
commercially by producers in the United 
States during those months for which 
the Secretary has announced that the 
deductions described in §1430.291 are 
required. 


§1430.294 Responsibility for 
administration of regulations. 

(a) The Dairy Division shall have the 
responsibility for administering the 
provisions of this subpart which relate 
to the collection of the deductions 
described in §1430.291. 

(b) The county committees shall have 
the responsibility for administering the 
provisions of this subpart which relate 
to the establishment of bases and the 
refund of the deductions described in 
§1430.291(b). 


§1430.295 Remittance of producer 
deductions to CCC. 

The following procedures shall apply 
with respect to remitting to the CCC the 
deductions described in §1430.291: 

(a) Each responsible person who pays 
a producer for milk marketed 
commercially during the month shall 
remit to the CCC by the last day of the 
following month, or at the time of 
making final payment to the producer 
for such milk, whichever is earlier, an 
amount equal to the quantity of milk for 
which payment to the producer is being 
made times the following amount: 

(1) 50 cents per hundredweig nt if only 
the deductions described in §1430.291(a) 
are applicable. 

(2) $1.00 per hundredweight if the 
deductions described in both paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of §1430.291 are applicable. 

(b) Each responsible person who 
markets milk of his own production to 


consumers (either directly or through 
retail or wholesale outlets) in the form 
of milk or milk products during the 
month shall remit to the CCC by the last 
day of the following month an amount 
equal to the quantity of such person's 
own production used in such marketings 
times the following amount: 

(1) 50 cents per hundredweight if only 
the deductions described in §1430.291(a) 
are applicable. 

(2) $1.00 per hundredweight if the 
deductions described in both paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of § 1430.291 are applicable. 

(c) When remitting money to the CCC 
in accordance with paragraphs (a) and 
(b) of this section, each responsible 
person shall file a report prescribed by 
the Dairy Division showing: 

(1) The identity of the responsible 
person, including such person's business 
address; 

(2) The month in which the applicable 
producer marketings occurred; and 

(3) The total pounds of milk to which 
the remittance applies. 

(d) Money remitted to the ccc shall 
be in the form of a check made payable 
to “Commodity Credit Corporation.” 

(e) Checks and reports:‘required under 
this section shall be mailed to the 
location designated by the Dairy 
Division. 

§ 1430.296 Procedures for establishing 
producer bases. 

(a) Each producer who desires a 
refund shall be responsible for 
establishing his monthly marketings of 
milk during the base period with the 
county committee for the county where 
the producer's dairy farm is 
headquartered. From the producer's 
marketing records, the county committee 
shall determine 2-year monthly averages 
and a 2-year 12-month average of the 
producer's marketings during the base 
period. 

(b) In an marketing year in which the 
deductions described in § 1430.291(b) 
are in effect for a period of less than 12 
months, only the comparable months of 
the base period shall be used to 
determine the producer's base. 

(c) If a producer has acquired a 
complete dairy operation {i.e., land, 
equipment, and dairy cattle) from 
another producer, the producer base of 
the acquiring producer may be increased 
by the producer base of the former 
owner. Such a transfer of producer base 
will be reviewed by the county 
committee in the county where the 
acquiring producer's dairy farm is 
located and will be approved by the 
committee only if there are adequate 
records to establish the base of the 
former owner. 
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§ 1430.297 Determination of required 
reduction. 

The required reduction for any 
marketing year shall be the milk 
equivalent of the estimated CCC net 
removals of dairy products compared 
with the estimated production of milk in 
the United States for the marketing year. 
or portion thereof, in which the 
deductions described in § 1430.291(b) 
are in effect. The required reduction 
percentage shall be announced by the 
Secretary in a notice published in the 
Federal Register prior to the beginning 
of any marketing year, or portion 
thereof, in which the deductions 
described in § 1430.291(b) are in effect. 
The required reduction shall not be 
larger than the ratio that the estimated 
surplus milk production bears to the 
estimated milk production for the 
applicable marketing year, or portion 
thereof. 


§ 1430.298 Refund procedure. 


(a) A refund of the amount deducted 
from a producer’s proceeds in 
accordance with § 1430.291(b) shall be 
made only if the producer has reduced 
his milk marketings relative to his 
producer base by the required reduction 
which is determined and announced in 
accordance with § 1430.297. 

(b) A refund may be requested only 
after the end of the applicable marketing 
year, or portion thereof, in which the 
deductions described in § 1430.291{b) 
are in effect. 

(c) A refund shall be made only if a 
producer provides the county committee 
with records that adequately show (1) 
the producer's milk marketings during 
the applicable marketing year, or 
portion thereof, in which the deductions 
described in § 1430.291(b) are in effect 
and (2) the amount of the deduction 
actually withheld during the period for 
which he is applying for a refund. 


§ 1430.299 Responsibility for records and 
facilities. 

(a) Records to be maintained. Each 
responsible person, as well as each 
producer who is granted a refund, shall 
maintain records in a manner that will 
demonstrate compliance with the 
provisions of this subpart. 

(b) Availability of records and 
facilities. Each responsible person, as 
well as each producer who is granted a 
refund, shall make available all records 
and facilities pertaining to such person's 
or producer's operations that are 
necessary to determine compliance with 
the provisions of this subpart. 

(c) Retention of records. All records 
required under this subpart shall be 
retained by each responsible person, as 
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well as each producer who was granted 
a refund, for a period of three years that 
shall begin at the end of the month to 
which such records pertain, unless the 
Department notifies the responsible 
person or producer that such records are 
necessary in connection with litigation 
for a longer period. In such case, the 
records shall be retained until the 
litigation is terminated or a waiver is 
granted by the Department. 


§ 1430.300 Adjustment of accounts for 
responsible persons. 

Whenever the Department determines 
through an audit of a responsible 
person’s reports, records, books or 
accounts or through some other means 
that additional money is due the CCC or 
that money is due such person from the 
CCC, the responsible person shall be 
notified of the amount due. The 
responsible person shall then remit any 
amount due the CCC by the next date 
for remitting deductions as provided in 
§ 1430.295. Overpayments shall be 
credited to the account of the 
responsible person remitting, the 
overpayment and shall be applied 
against amounts due in succeeding 
months or refunded if this subpart is not 
applicable in succeeding months. 


§ 1430.301 Charges and penaities. 

(a) Charge for dishonored checks. 
Each responsible person who issues a 
check to the CCC that is not honored 
because of insufficient funds shall be 
assesssed a charge of $25.00. 

(b) Late-payment charge. Any unpaid 
obligation of a responsible person that is 
due the CCC in accordance with 
§ 1430.295 shall be increased by a late- 
payment charge which shall be applied 
on the first day after the date such 
obligation was due and on the same day 
of each succeeding month until such 
obligation is paid. The total obligation 
due from such person shall include any 
unpaid charges computed previously 
under this paragraph. The charge shall 
be an amount equal to one-twelfth 
(rounded to the nearest one-hundredth 
of one percent) of the annual rate of 
interest announced by the CCC under 7 
CFR 1403.5. The timeliness of a payment 
to the CCC shall be based on the 
applicable postmark date. 

(c) Penalties. Any responsible person 
who willfully violates any provision of 
this subpart, including the willful failure 
or refusal to remit any amounts due the 
CCC, shall be liable, in addition to 
payment of the full amount due plus the 
applicable late-payment charge, for a 
penalty to be assessed by the Secretary 
of not more than $1,000 for each such 
violation and also remedies otherwise 
provided by law or in equity. 


§ 1430.302 Continuing obligations. 


Obligations of any responsible person, 
as well as any producer who was 
granted a refund, that arise under this 
subpart shall continue in effect until the 
final disposition of such obligations 
even though the deductions described in 
§ 1430.291 may no longer be required. 


§ 1430.303 Limitation of authority. 


(a) State and county committees or 
their designees do not have authority to 
modify or waive any of the provisions of 
the regulations in this subpart. 

(b) A State committee may take any 
action authorized or required by the 
regulations in this subpart to be taken 
by a county committee when such action 
has not been taken by the county 
committee. A State committee may also: 
(1) Correct, or require a county 
committee to correct, any action taken 
by such county committee which is not 
in accordance with the regulations in 
this subpart, or (2) require a county 
committee to withold taking any action 
which is not in accordance with the 
regulations in this subpart. 

(c) No delegation herein to a State or 
county committee shall preclude the 
ASCS Deputy Administrator, State and 
County Operations, or his designee from 
determining any question arising under 
the regulations in this subpart or from 
reversing or modifying any 
determination made by a State or 
county committee. 


§ 1430.304 Estates and trusts; minors. 


(a) A receiver of an insolvent debtor's 
estate and the trustee of a trust estate 
shall, for the purpose of this subpart, be 
considered to represent an insolvent 
participating producer and the 
beneficiaries of a trust, respectively, and 
the production of the receiver or trustee 
shall be considered to be the production 
of the producer such receiver or trustee 
represents. Program documents 
executed by the receiver or trustee will 
be accepted only if they are legally valid 
and such person has the authority to 
sign the applicable documents. 

(b) A participating producer who is a 
minor shall be eligible for a refund 
pursuant to the regulations in this 
subpart only if he meets one of the 
following requirements; (1) The right of 
majority has been conferred on him by 
court proceedings or by statute; (2) a 
guardian has been appointed to manage 
his property and the applicable program 
documents are signed by the guardian; 
or (3) a bond is furnished under which 
the surety guarantees any loss incurred 
for which the minor would be liable had 
he been an adult. 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Proposed Rules 


§ 1430.305 Appeals. 

The appeal regulations found at 7 CFR 
Part 780 shall be applicable to appeals 
by participating producers from 
determinations made pursuant to the 
regulations in this subpart. 


§ 1430.306 Setoffs. 

(a) If a participating producer is 
indebted to any agency of the United 
States and such indebtedness is listed 
on the county debt record, any refund 
which is due such producer under the 
regulations in this subpart shall be 
applied to such indebtedness in 
accordance with the provisions of 7 CFR 
Part 713, Setoff and Withholdings. 

(b) Compliance with the provisions of 
this section shall not deprive a 
participating producer of any right 
which such participating producer 
would otherwise have to contest the 
indebtedness involved in the setoff 
action, either by administrative appeal 
or by legal action. 


§ 1430.307 Overdisbursement. 

If a refund is disbursed to a 
participating producer which exceeds 
the amount of such refund which is 
authorized to be disbursed to the 
participating producer under the 
regulations in this subpart, the 
participating producer shall be 
personally liable for repayment of the 
amount of such excess. 


§ 1430.308 Death, incompetency, or 
disappearance. 

In the case of the death, 
incompetency, or disappearance of any 
participating producer who is entitled to 
a refund, such refund may be made to 
the person or persons who are specified 
in the regulations which are found at 7 
CFR Part 707. The person requesting 
such refund shall file Form ASCS-~325, 
“Application for Payment of Amounts 
Due Persons Who Have Died, 
Disappeared, or Have Been Declared 
Incompetent,” as provided in that part. 


§ 1430.309 Assignment. 


Any producer who may be entitled to 
a refund may assign his rights to such 
refund in accordance with the 
regulations governing assignment of 
payment as set forth in 7 CFR Part 709. 


§ 1430.310 Instructions and forms. 


The ASCS Deputy Administrator, 
State and County Operations, shall 
cause to be prepared such forms and 
instructions as are necessary for 
establishing bases and making refunds 
as described in § 1430.291(b). 
Participating producers may obtain from 
the county ASCS office the information 
which is necessary to make application 
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for a refund in accordance with the 
provisions of this subpart. 


Signed at Washington, D.C, on: December 
14, 1982. 


Everett Rank, 

Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

[FR Doc. 82-34290 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


Rural Electrification Administration 
7 CFR Part 1700 


REA Bulletins; Proposed Codification 


AGENCY: Rural Electrification 
Administration, USDA. 


ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Rural Electrification 
Administration (REA) proposes to add 
material to 7 CFR Part 1700. The 
material to be added represents the 
codification of the agency’s existing 
bulletins which have been issued to 
implement the procedures set forth in 
Part 1700 and the loan and security 
instruments which provide for and 
secure REA loans. These bulletins are 
currently approved for “incorporation 
by reference” and are listed in 
Appendix A—REA Bulletins to 7 CFR 
Part 1700. 5 

DATE: Comments by January 3, 1983. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Blaine D. Stockton, Jr., Assistant 
Administrator, Management, Room 4063, 
South Building, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
telephone number (202) 382-9552. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: REA 
currently issues a series of publications 
entitled “bulletins” which serve to 
implement the policy, procedures and 
requirements for administering its loans 
and loan guarantee programs and the 
security instruments which provide for 
and secure REA financing. At the 
present time, these bulletins have been 
approved by the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register, for incorporation by 
reference (IBR) to 7 CFR Part 1700 and 
are listed in Appendix A—REA Bulletins 
to Part 1700. Upon review, the Director, * 
Office of the Federal Register, has 
notified REA that several of its bulletins 
are no longer appropriate material for 
incorporation by reference. REA has 
decided to review its bulletins and 
codify those bulletins which are the 
Agency's “* * * statement of general or 
particular applicability and future effect 
designed to implement, interpret, or 
prescribe law or policy or describing the 
organization, procedure, or practice 


requirements * * *” REA anticipates 
that this review and codification process 
will take approximately 12 months. 
Therefore, REA will be initiating the 
process as soon as possible. 

REA intends to solicit comments on 
any proposed substantive changes to 
any bulletin and encourages public 
participation in all proposals published 
in the Federal Register. However, it 
should be noted that some bulletins will 
only be reformatted for publication in 
the Federal Register and will be 
published as final rules. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments concerning this notice 
to the address shown in “FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT.” 


Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Jack Van Mark, 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-34176 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-15-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


10 CFR Part 170 


Proposed Revision of License Fee 
Schedules; Correction 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: This document corrects a 
proposed rule published in the Federal 
Register on November 22, 1982 (47 FR 
52454), that would revise license fee 
schedules. The action is necessary to 
correct typographical errors and 
omissions. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William O. Miller, License Fee 
Management Branch, Office of 
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555, 
Telephone: (301) 492-7225. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
proposed rule entitled “Proposed 
Revisions of License Fee Schedules” 
that would amend 10 CFR Part 170 was 
published on pages 52454 through 52466 
of the Federal Register on November 22, 
1982. The following corrections to this 
proposed rule are listed, by page, table 
number, category, and item as 
applicable: 

1. Page 52456, Table 5, an “x” should 
appear in the “Excluded” column for the 
Offices of Inspector and Auditor, etc. 

2. Page 52458, Table 9— 

(a) The description of the second item 
under Category 1A is corrected to read 
“>5 Kg U-235 for fuel fabrication (<20 


pct).” 
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(b) The description of the third item 
under Category 1A is corrected to read 
“>2 Kg Pu for fuel fabrication.” 

(c) The description of the fourth item 
under Category 1A is corrected to read 
“>5 Kg U-235 or >2 Kg U-233 other 
than fuel fabrication.” 

(d) For the seventh item under 
Category 1A, “Safety,” the amount 
shown in the third column under routine 
inspection should read “$3,600” rather 
than “$360.” 

3. Page 52458, Materials Licenses—In 
the first paragraph, the last sentence 
beginning with “Fees for applications” 
should be replaced with the following 
sentence: Fees for applications for new 
licenses and approvals which are not 
currently based on actual costs and fees 
for applications for renewals and 
amendments which are on file with the 
Commission and pending review at the 
time the proposed rule becomes 
effective will be limited to the maximum 
fees prescribed in the March 23, 1978 
schedule. 

4. Page 52459, Table 10— 

(a) The description of the third item 
under Category 1A should read “>2 Kg 
Pu for fuel fabrication” rather than “1>2 
Kg for fuel fabrication.” 

(b) The description of item 6 under 
Category 1A is corrected to read “200 
grams to <2 Kg of Pu.” 

(c) For item 2 under Category 4A— 
“Low level waste storage at power 
reactor sites,” the footnote designator 
shown in the column under the heading 
“Renewals—Current March 1978 
schedule” should read footnote “2” 
rather than footnote “3”. 

(d) The first sentence in footnote 2 at 
the end of Table 10 should read “Special 
Projects based on actual cost" rather 
than “Special project on actual cost.” 

5. Page 52464, 10 CFR 170.31— 

(a) Category 3F—The application fee 
should read “$580” rather than “$580. 
P$350. P$230.”. The renewal fee should 
be added to read “$350”; the amendment 
fee should be added to read “$230.” 

(b) Category 3G—The application fee 
should read “$2,300” rather than “$930”; 
the renewal fee should read “$930” 
rather than “$230”; and the amendment 
fee should be added to read “$230.” 

(c) Category 3I—The amendment fee 
should read “$60” rather than “$30.” 

6. Pages 52465 and 52466, 10 CFR 
170.32— 

(a) Category 2A—In the second line 
the word “or-buying” should be 
corrected to read “ore-buying,” and the 
word “ource” should be corrected to 
read “source.” 

(b) Category 3B—Footnote designator 
“3” should be added to the nonroutine 
inspection fee of $900. 





(c) Category 4A—Footnote designator 
“2” rather than footnote “1” should 
appear after the words “Actual Cost” 
for both routine and nonroutine 
inspections. 

(d) Category 7—The second “of” in 
the heading should be corrected to read 

(3) Category 7A—The nonroutine 
inspection fee should read “$850” rather 
than“$830.” 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 8th day of 
December 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
William J. Dircks, 

Executive Director for Operations. 
[FR Doc. 82-34316 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


15 CFR Part 929 
[Docket No. 21116-229] 


Key Largo National Marine Sanctuary 


AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: These regulations make 
minor revisions and clarifications to the 
present interim-final regulations 
defining which activities are allowed 
and which are prohibited within the Key 
Largo National Marine Sanctuary, the 
procedures by which persons may 
obtain permits for research or activities 
normally prohibited, and the penalties 
for committing prohibited acts without a 
permit. The regulations also revise the 
format of the existing regulations to 
make them more consistent with 
regulations in more recently designated 
national marine sanctuaries. 

DATE: Comments will be accepted until 
January 1983. After the close of the 
comment period and review of 
comments received, final regulations 
will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Dr. Nancy 
Foster, Deputy Director, Sanctuary 
Programs Office, Office of Coastal Zone 
Management, NOAA, 3300 Whitehaven 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20235. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Franklin D. Christhilf (202) 634-4236. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title III 
of the Marine Protection, Research, and 
Sanctuaries Act of 1972, 16 U.S.C. 1431- 
1434 (the Act) authorizes the Secretary 
of Commerce, with Presidential 


approval, to designate ocean waters as 
far seaward as the outer edge of the 
continental shelf as marine sanctuaries 
to preserve or restore distinctive 
conservation, recreational, ecological, or 
aesthetic values. Section 302(f)(1) of the 
Act directs the Secretary to issue 
necessary and reasonable regulations to 
control any activities permitted within a 
designated marine sanctuary. The 
authority of the Secretary to administer 
the provisions of the Act has been 
delegated to the Assistant Administrator 
for Coastal Zone Management within 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce (the Assistant 
Administrator). 

On December 18, 1975, the Key Largo 
National Marine Sanctuary (the 
Sanctuary) was designated, and on 
January 13, 1976, NOAA published 
interim-final regulations (41 FR 2379) 
pursuant to the authorities of Sections 
302(f), 302(g) and 303 of the Act. Since 
NOAA never issued final rules, these 
regulations are being published as 
proposed rules to allow interested 
parties the opportunity to comment. 
These regulations respond to comments 
received on certain sections of the 
interim-final regulations and certain 
issues that have arisen since 
designation. Following the 60 day 
comment period, these proposed rules 
may be amended at the Assistant 
Administrator's discretion to reflect 
comments received. The Assistant 
Administrator shall then publish final 
regulations in the Federal Register. 


Discussion of Issues 


(a) Boundaries: One reviewer of the 
interim-final regulations called attention 
to an apparent error in the description of 
the boundaries of the Sanctuary. The 
apparent discrepancy results from an 
error on NOAA chart 11462 (formerly 
C&GS 1249) and has been corrected in 
the 14th Edition, August 1977, NOAA 
Chart 11462, to be consistent with the 
boundary description as published in 
the rules and regulations for the 
Sanctuary. 

(b) Removal or Damaging of Natural 
Features and Marine Life—Taking of 
Spiny Lobster: Although NOAA has not 
received formal comments, it 
understands that many recreational 
divers believe that the existing interim 
regulation which prohibits taking spiny 
lobster by hand is unfair and 
discriminatory. There is concern among 
resource managers that lobster stocks in 
the Sanctuary are low and may not 
withstand additional harvest pressure. 
NOAA does not have enough scientific 
evidence to support either claim and 
therefore proposes to conduct a baseline 
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population study to gather information 
on stock abundance and natural 
fluctuation. Until adequate data are 
available, NOAA intends to rely upon 
regulations implemented pursuant to the 
Spiny Lobster Fishery Management Plan 
in the Gulf of Mexico and South 
Atlantic. 

(c) Use of Harmful Fishing Methods— 
Wire Fish Traps: NOAA has been 
requested by the Superintendent of the 
adjacent John Pennekamp Coral Reef 
State Park and others to clarify that the 
taking of fish by means of wire traps is 
prohibited, a prohibition that is 
consistent with State park regulations 
and Federal regulations at the nearby 
Biscayne National Park. NOAA has 
rewritten § 929.7 to clarify that taking by 
this method is prohibited. It should be 
noted that the new language merely 
clarifies the prohibition under the 
existing regulations and does not add 
any new restriction. 

(d) Use of Harmful Fishing Methods— 
Nets: NOAA also has been requested to 
clarify the prohibition on taking of fish 
by means of nets. NOAA has rewritten 
§ 929.7 to clarify that taking of fish by 
bottom trawls, dredges, fish sleds, or 
other similar vessel-towed or anchored 
fishing gear or net that comes in contact 
with the seafloor is prohibited. A 
prohibition on the use of the hand-held 
nets to collect tropical fish is covered 
under § 929.7(1)(c). It should be noted 
that the new language merely clarifies 
what is a prohibition under the existing 
regulations and does not add new 
restrictions. 

(e) Utilization of Certain Living 
Resources for Scientific and 
Educational Purposes: The principal 
comment on the interim-final 
regulations, submitted by six 
commentors, was that taking of tropical 
fish and certain invertebrates except 
“for the purpose of research related to 
the resources of the Sanctuary” was 
precluded, thus preventing taking for 
public display or educational purposes 
at public aquaria or universities. These 
commentors agreed that commercial 
taking of large numbers of these 
resources should be prohibited, but 
agreed that the wording of the 
regulations was too restrictive. NOAA 
appreciates these concerns and has 
rewritten § 929.10 to make the language 
consistent with regulations for other 
established sanctuaries where taking for 
scientific and educational purposes 
includes taking for legitimate public 
display and other related purposes and 
is allowed by permit. 

(f) Appeals of Administrative Actions: 
Section 929.11 has been rewritten to 
provide that any interested party can 
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appeal a permit decision to the 
Administrator of NOAA, also to 
establish that a hearing is discretionary. 
These changes are in line with the 
permit appeals procedure established 
for the sanctuary program generally. 

(g) Format; The regulations have been 
revised for purposes of clarity by using 
separate sections to define permitted 
and prohibited uses and by adding a 
purpose section (929.2). 


Other Matters 


Executive Order 12291 (E.O. 12291) 
defines a “major rule” as “any 
regulation that is likely to result in: (1) 
An annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; (2) a major increase in 
cost or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State or local 
government agencies, or geographic 
regions; or (3) significant adverse effects 
on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete in domestic or 
export markets.” The economic activity 
supported by the area within the 
Sanctuary consists of a diversity of 
commercial and recreational activities. 

The economic impacts on affected 
activities in the Sanctuary are minor and 
regulations do not restrict recreational 
activities. Fishing with traps, 
spearfishing, and “tropical fish” taking 
are already prohibited by regulation. 

Because the majority of the activities 
are already regulated by other 
authorities, not regulated at all, or 
regulated by Sanctuary authority 
consistent with those proposed to take 
effect, the Acting Assistant 
Administrator has determined that this 
is not a “major rule” under Executive 
Order 12291. For the same reasons, the 
Acting Assistant Administrator has 
determined that the proposed rules will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on small entities in the Sanctuary under 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act. These 
regulations will impose no information 
collection requirements of the type 
covered by Pub. L. 96-511 on affected 
State governments. Publication does not 
constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment. Therefore, an 
environmental impact statement is not 
required. 


List of Subjects in 15 CFR Part 929 


Administrative practice and 
procedure, Environmental protection, 
Marine resources, and Natural 
resources. 

(Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog 
Number 11.419 Coastal Zone Management 
Program Administration) 


Dated: November 1, 1982 
William Matuszeski, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Coastal 
Zone Management. 7 


Accordingly, it is proposed to revise 
Part 929 to read as follows: 


PART 929—KEY LARGO NATIONAL 
MARINE SANCTUARY PROPOSED 
REGULATIONS 


Sec. 

929.1 
929.2 
929.3 
929.4 
929.4 
929.6 
929.7 


Authority 

Purpose. 

Boundaries. 

Definitions. 

Management and enforcement. 

Allowed activities. 

Activities prohibited or controlled. 

929.8 Other authorities. 

929.9 Penalties for commission of prohibited 

acts. 

929.10 Permit procedures and criteria. 

929.11 Appeals of administrative action. 
Authority: Secs. 302f, 302g, 303, Pub. L. 92- 

532, 86 Stat. 1061, 1062 (16 U.S.C. 1431-1434). 


§ 929.1 Authority. 

The Sanctuary has been designated 
by the Secretary of Commerce pursuant 
to the authority of Section 302(a) of the 
Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 as amended (the 
Act). The following regulations are 
issued pursuant to the authorities of 
Sections 302(f), 302(g) and 303 of the 
Act. 


§ 929.2 Purpose. 

The purpose of designating the Key 
Largo National Marine Sanctuary is to 
protect and preserve the coral reef 
ecosystem in its natural state and to 
regulate uses within the Sanctuary to 
insure the health and well-being of the 
coral and associated flora and fauna. 


§ 929.3 Boundaries. 

The Sanctuary consists of a portion of 
the Atlantic Ocean beginning at 
approximately three miles east of Key 
Largo, Florida adjacent to the John 
Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. The 
coordinates for the Sanctuary are: the 
point of beginning (POB) is at 
geographic coordinates 25° (degrees), 
19.45’ (minutes) north latitude, 80°, 12.0’ 
west longitude, said point being the 
northeast boundary corner of John 
Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park. From 
said POB run thence southeasterly to 
geographic coordinates 25°, 16.2’ north 
latitude 80°, 8.7’ west longitude, said 
point also being on the 300 foot isobath, 
thence in a southwesterly direction to 
geographic coordinates 25°, 07.5’ north 
latitude, 80°, 12.5’ west longitude, thence 
again run in a southwesterly direction to 
geographic coordinates 24°, 58.3’ 
north latitude 80°, 19.8’ west longitude, 
thence leaving said 300 foot isobath run 
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northwesterly to geographic coordinates 
25°, 2.2’ north latitude 80°, 25.25’ west 
longitude, said point being the southeast 
boundary corner of John Pennekamp 
Coral Reef State Park, thence in a 
northeasterly direction along said 
easterly boundary of said State Park to 
the POB. 


§ 929.4 Definitions. 

(a) “Administrator” means the 
Administrator of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA). 

(b) “Assistant Administrator” means 
the Assistant Administrator for Coastal 
Zone Management (OCZM), National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration or his/her successor, or 
designee. 

(c) “Persons” means any private 
individual, partnership, corporation, or 
other entity; or any officer, employee, 
agent, department, agency or 
instrumentality of the Federal 
government, or any State or local unit of 
the government. 

(d) “The Sanctuary” means the Key 
Largo National Marine Sanctuary. 

(e) “Tropical fish” means fish and 
invertebrates of minimal sport and food 
value, usually brightly colored, often 
used for aquaria purposes and which 
live in a close interrelationship with 
corals and coral reef substrates. 


§ 929.5 Management and enforcement. 

The National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
has primary responsibility for the 
management of the Sanctuary pursuant 
to the Act. The Florida Department of 
Natural Resources (FDNR), Division of 
Recreation and Parks, assists NOAA in 
the administration of the Sanctuary, and 
acts as the onsite manager, in 
conformance with a cooperative 
agreement between the State of Florida 
and NOAA. The U.S. Coast Guard and 
Division of Recreation and Parks 
(FDNR) shall conduct surveillance and 
enforcement of these regulations 
pursuant to 14 U.S.C. 89, 16 U.S.C. 
1432(f)(4), 16 U.S.C. 7421(b), 16 U.S.C. 
3375(a), or other appropriate legal 
authority. 


§ 929.6 Allowed activities. 

All activities except those specifically 
prohibited by § 929.7 may be carried on 
within the Sanctuary subject to all 
prohibitions, restrictions, and conditions 
imposed by other authorities. 


§ 929.7 Activities prohibited or controlled. 
(a) Unless permitted by the Assistant 

Administrator in accordance with 

§ 929.10, or as may be necessary for the 

national defense, or to respond to an 





emergency threatening life, property or 
the environment, the following activities 
are prohibited or controlled within the 
Sanctuary. All prohibitions and controls 
must be applied consistently with 
international law. Refer to § 929.9 for 
penalties for commission of prohibited 
acts. 

(i) Removal or damaging of natural 
features and marine life. (A) No person 
shal] destroy, injure, harmfully disturb, 
break, cut or similarly damage or 
remove any coral or other marine 
invertebrate, or any plant, soil, rock, or 
other material. Divers are prohibited 
from handling coral formations, standing 
on coral formations, or otherwise 
disturbing the corals. 

(ii) Commercial taking of stone crab, 
crawfish, and spiny lobster by trap and 
recreational taking of spiny lobster by 
hand which is consistent with both the 
applicable regulations under the 
appropriate Fishery Management Plan 
and these regulations is allowed. 

(iii) No person shall catch or collect 
any tropical fish. 

(iv) There shall be a rebuttable 
presumption that any items listed in 
these paragraphs found in the 
possession of a person within the 
Sanctuary have been collected or 
removed from within the Sanctuary. 

(2) Dredging, filling, excavating and 
building activities. No person shall 
dredge, excavate, fill or otherwise alter 
the seabed in any way nor construct any 
structure of any kind, whether 
permanent or temporary, with the 
exception of navigation aids. 

(3) Discharges. No person shall 
deposit or discharge any materials or 
substance of any kind into the waters of 
the Sanctuary. The only exceptions are: 

(i) Indigenous fish or fish parts and 
chumming materials; 

{ii) Cooling waters from vessels; and 

(iii) Effluent from marine sanitation 
devices approved by the United States 
Coast Guard. 

(4) Removal or damage of 
archaeological and historical resources. 
No person shall remove, deface, 
damage, or tamper with archaeological 
or historical resources or the cargo of 
any submerged wrecks or other 
historical resources within the 
boundaries of the Sanctuary. 

(5) Tampering with markers. No 
person shall mark, deface or damage in 
any way whatsoever, or displace, 
remove or tamper with any signs, 
notices or placards, whether temporary 
or permanent, or with any monuments, 
stakes, posts or other boundary markers 
installed by the Sanctuary Manager, or 
trap floats placed for the purpose of 
lobster fishing. 


(6) Use of harmful fishing methods. 
No person shall carry or possess, except 
while passing through the Sanctuary or 
for law enforcement purposes, the 
following firearms or weapons: pole 
spears, air rifles, bows and arrows, 
slings, Hawaiian slings, rubber-powered 
arbalists, pneumatic and spring loaded 
guns, explosive powered guns or similar 
devices known as spearguns. No person 
shall use within the Sanctuary: 

(i) Wire fish traps; 

(ii) Bottom trawls, dredges, fish sleds, 
or similar vessel-towed or anchored 
bottom fishing gear or net; or 

(iii) Poisons, electric charges, 
explosives or similar devices. 

(7) Operation of watercraft and 
anchoring. All watercraft shall be 
operated in accordance with applicable 
Federal rules and regulations. The 
following additional regulations apply 
within the boundaries of the Sanctuary. 

(i) Watercraft shall be operated to 
avoid striking or otherwise causing 
damage to the natural features of the 
Sanctuary. 

(ii) No anchor shall be cast or dragged 
in such a way as to damage any coral 
reef formations. Anchors shall! be 
dropped on sand flats off the reefs and 
placed to avoid dragging into the coral 
formations. 

(iii) Watercraft must use mooring 
buoys, stations or anchoring arms when 
such facilities and areas have been 
designated and are available. 

(iv) Within 100 yards of divers, 
sightseeing boats or fishermen, no 
watercraft shall be operated at greater 
than 4 knots or in any manner to create 
a wake, except by law enforcement 
officials while in the performance of 
their official duties. 

(v) All watercraft from which diving 
operations are being conducted shall fly 
in a conspicuous manner, the red and 
white “divers down” flag. Divers shall 
stay withing 100 yards of their diving 
flag. 

(8) Use of dangerous weapons. Except 
for law enforcement purposes, no person 
shall use or discharge explosives or 
weapons of any description within the 
Sanctuary boundaries. Distress signaling 
devices, necessary and proper for safe 
vessel operation, and knives generally 
used by fishermen and swimmers are 
not considered weapons for purposes of 
this Subsection. 

(b) The Sanctuary may be closed to 
public use in the event of emergency 
conditions endangering life or property. 
The Assistant Administrator or his/her 
representative may also close certain 
areas in order to: (i) Permit recovery of 
the living resources from overuse, or (ii) 
provide for scientific research relating to 
protection and management. However, 
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the total closed area shall not exceed a 
size necessary to accomplish these 
purposes. Public notice of closures will 
be through the local news media and 
posting of placards at the John 
Pennekamp Coral Reef State Park, if 
deemed necessary. 

(c) The regulation of activities within 
the Sanctuary shall not prohibit any 
activity conducted by the Department of 
Defense that is essential for national 
defense or because of emergency. Such 
activities shall be conducted 
consistently with all regulations to the 
maximum extent possible. 

(d) The prohibitions in this Section are 
not based on any claim of territoriality 
and will be applied to foreign persons 
and vessels only in accordance with 
recognized principles of international 
law, including treaties, conventions and 
other international agreements to which 
the United States is signatory. 


§ 929.8 Other authorities. 


No license, permit or other 
authorization issued pursuant to any 
other authority may validly authorize 
any activity prohibited by § 929.7 unless 
such activity meets the criteria stated in 
§ 929.10 (c) and (d), and is specifically 
authorized by the Assistant 
Administrator. 


§929.9 Penalties for commission of 
prohibited acts. 


Section 303 of the Act authorizes the 
assessment of a civil penalty of not 
more than $50,000 for each violation of 
any regulation issued pursuant to the 
Act, and further authorizes a proceeding 
in rem against any vessel used in 
violation of any such regulation. 
Procedures are set out in Subpart D of 
Chapter 15 CFR Part 922. Subpart D is 
applicable to any instance of a violation 
of these regulations. 


§ 929.10 Permit procedures and criteria. 


(a) Any person in possession of a 
valid permit issued by the Assistant 
Administrator in accordance with this 
section may conduct the specific activity 
in the Sanctuary including any activity 
specifically prohibited under § 929.7, if 
such activity is: (1) Research related to 
the resources of the Sanctuary, (2) to 
further the educational value of the 
Sanctuary, or (3) for salvage or recovery 
operations. 

(b) Permit applications shall be 
addressed to the Assistant 
Administrator, Attn: Sanctuary 
Programs Office, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, 3300 
Whitehaven Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20235. An application shall include 
a description of all activities proposed, 
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the equipment, methods, and personnel 
(particularly describing relevant 
experience) involved, and a timetable 
for completion of the proposed activity. 
Copies of all other required licenses or 
permits shall be attached. 

(c) In considering whether to grant a 
permit, the Assistant Administrator 
shall evaluate such matters as: (1) The 
general professional and financial 
responsibility of the applicant; (2) the 
appropriateness of the methods being 
proposed to the purpose(s) of the 
activity; (3) the extent to which the 
conduct of any permitted activity may 
diminish or enhance the value of the 
Sanctuary as a source of recreation, 
education, or scientific information; and 
(4) the end value of the activity. 

(d) Permits may be issued by the 
Assistant Administrator for activities 
otherwise prohibited under § 929.7. In 
addition to meeting the criteria in 929.10 
(c), the applicant must also satisfactorily 
demonstrate to the Assistant 
Administrator: (1) That the activity shall 
be conducted with adequate safeguards 
for the environment, and (2) that the 
environment shall be returned to the 
condition which existed before the 
activity occurred. A permit issued 
according to the provisions for an 
otherwise prohibited activity shall be 
appropriately conditioned, and the 
activity monitored to ensure compliance. 

(e) In considering an application 
submitted pursuant to this section, the 
Assistant Administrator may seek and 
consider the views of Fishery 
Management Councils and any other 
person or entity, within or outside of the 
Federal Government, and may hold a 
public hearing, as he/she deems 
appropriate. 

(f) The Assistant Administrator may, 
at his/her discretion, grant a permit 
which has been applied for pursuant to 
this section, in whole or in part, and 
subject to such condition(s} as deemed 
necessary, and shall attach to.any 
permit granted for research related to 
the Sanctuary stipulations to the effect 
that: (1) The Assistant Administrator or 
a designated representative may 
observe any activity permitted by this 
section; and (2) any information 
obtained in the research site shall be 
made available to the public; and/or the 
submission of one or more reports of the 
status of progress of such activity may 
be required. 

(g) A permit granted pursuant to this 
section is nontransferrable. 

(h) The Assistant Administrator may 
amend, suspend or revoke a permit 
granted pursuant to this Section, in 
whole or in part, temporarily or 
indefinitely if, in his/her view, the 
permit holder (the Holder) had acted in 


violation of the terms of the permit or of 
the applicable regulations; or the 
Assistant Administrator may do so for 
other good cause shown. Any such 
action shall be communicated in writing 
to the Holder, and shall set forth the 
reason(s) for the action taken. The 
Holder in relation to whom such action 
has been taken may appeal the action as 
provided for in § 929.11. 


§ 929.11 Appeals of Administrative Action. 

(a) The applicant for a permit, the 
Holder, or any other interested person 
(hereafter Appellant) may appeal the 
granting, denial, conditioning or 
suspension of any permit under § 929.10 
to the Administrator of NOAA. In order 
to be considered by the Administrator. 
such appeal shall be in writing, shall 
state the action{s) appealed and the 
reason(s) therefor, and shall be 
submitted within 30 days of the action(s) 
by the Assistant Administrator. The 
Appellant may request an informal] 
hearing on the appeal. 

(b) Upon receipt of an appeal 
authorized by this Section, the 
Administrator may request the 
Appellant, and the permit applicant or 
Holder if other than the Appellant, to 
submit such additional information and 
in such form as will allow action upon 
the appeal. The Administrator shall 
decide the appeal using the criteria set 
out in § 929.10{c), any information 
relative to the application of file, any 
information provided by the Appellant, 
and such other consideration as is 
deemed appropriate. The Appellant 
shall notify the Appellant of the final 
decision and the reason(s) therefor, in 
writing normally within 30 days of the 
date of the receipt of adequate 
information required to make the 
decision. 

(c) If a heafing is requested or, if the 
Appellant determines that one is 
appropriate, the Administrator may 
grant an informal hearing before a 
Hearing Officer designated for that 
purpose, after first giving notice of the 
time, place, and subject matter of the 
hearing in the Federal Register. Such 
hearing shall normally be held no later 
than 30 days following publication of the 
notice in the Federal Register unless the 
Hearing Officer extends the time for 
reasons deemed equitable. The 
Appellant, the applicant or permit 
holder, if different, and, other interested 
persons may appear personally or by 
counsel at the hearing and submit such 
material and present such arguments as 
determined appropriate by the Hearing 
Officer. Within 30 days of the last day of 
the hearing, the Hearing Officer shall 
recommend a decision in writing to the 
Administrator. 
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(d) The Administrator may adopt the 
Hearing Officer’s recommended 
decision, in whole or in part, or may 
reject or modify it. In any event, the 
Administrator shall notify the interested 
persons of his/her decision, and the 
reason(s) therefor in writing within 30 
days of receipt of the recommended 
decision of the Hearing Officer. The 
Administrator's decision shall constitute 
final action for the Agency for the 
purposes of the Administrative 
Procedures Act. 

(e) Any time limit prescribed in this 
Section may be extended by the 
Administrator for good cause for a 
period not to exceed 30 days, either 
upon his/her own motion or upon 
written request from the Appellant, 
permit applicant or Holder, stating the 
reason(s) therefor. 

(FR Doc. 82-34191 Filed 12-16-82; 845 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-08-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


17 CFR Part 270 
[Release No. IC-12888; S7-955] 


Advance Notice and Request for 
Comment on Mutual Fund Governance 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION: Advance notice and requests 
for comments on mutual fund 
governance. 


suMMARY: The Commission is 
considering whether to propose rules or 
recommend legislation to enable all or 
certain types of registered open-end 
investment companies to be organized 
and operated without shareholder 
voting, or without either shareholder 
voting or boards of directors. The major 
goal of such action would be to reduce 
the expenses of fund operations without 
sacrificing investor protections. In 
addition to seeking guidance generally 
on the advisability of such action, the 
Commission is also requesting 
commentators to focus on certain 
specified questions. The comments 
received will be considered in 
connection with the development of any 
rulemaking proposals or legislative 
recommendations. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 10, 1983. 


ADDRESS: Persons wishing to submit 
written comments on the matters 
discussed in the release should file five 
copies thereof with George A. 
Fitzsimmons, Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20549. 
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Comments should refer to File No. S7- 
955 and will be available for public 
inspection and copying in the 
Commission's Public Reference Room, 
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20549. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bruce Mendelsohn, Chief (202-272-2048) 
or Elizabeth Norsworthy, Special 
Counsel (202-272-2048), Office of 
Regulatory Policy, Division of 
Investment Management, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20539. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
today announced that it is considering 
the advisability of proposing rules or 
recommending legislation to enable all 
or certain types of registered open-end 
investment companies to be organized 
and operated without shareholder 
voting, or without shareholder voting 
and boards of directors. Both 
shareholder voting and boards of 
directors are presently required under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“‘Act’’) (15 U.S.C. 80a—1 et seq.). This 
release summarizes two alternatives to 
the existing regulatory system which 
have been proposed by industry 
observers, as well as certain issues 
involved in the implementation of those 
alternatives. After a short discussion of 
the historical development of a 
corporate model for investment 
companies, the release discusses the 
possibility that the corporate model, or 
certain of its components, might be 
unnecessary, and requests general 
comment as to whether the existing 
regulatory system for open-end 
investment companies should be 
modified. The appendix to this release 
discusses in detail the historical 
development, the two alternatives to the 
existing regulatory system which have 
been proposed, requests general 
comment with respect to whether either 
of those approaches, or some other 
alternativie, should be pursued further, 
and asks for specific comment with 
respect to the implementation of those 
approaches. A copy of the appendix 
may be obtained directly from the 
Commission by contacting the above- 
mentioned contact persons. All 
comments and suggestions received will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining whether to develop 
rulemaking proposals or legislative 
recommendations in this area. 


I. Background 


In recent years, some commentators 
have expressed skepticism about the 
effectiveness of shareholder voting and 
boards of directors in a mutual fund 


context, especially in view of dramatic 
changes in the investment company 
industry over the past decade. Open-end 
or mutual funds, a relatively new 
phenomenon in 1940, have dominated 
the industry for many years. In contrast 
to investors in other types of companies 
who must sell their shares at a market 
price which may not, in their opinion, 
reflect the value of their investment, 
mutual fund shareholders may sell their 
shares back to the fund at net asset 
value. While the predominance of 
mutual funds over closed-end 
companies prompted the Commission 
and Congress to re-examine the 
regulatory framework of investment 
companies in the 1960's, the 1970 
amendments to the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“‘Act”’) (15 U.S.C. 
80a—1 et seq.) which resulted from that 
re-examination were designed to 
buttress, not dismantle, the existing 
framework. In deciding to adhere to the 
same regulatory scheme, Congresss 
relied on finding of the Wharton School 
and the Commission that, although a 
mutual fund shareholder could redeem 
shares at net asset value, that 
shareholder was still reluctant to do so 
because mutual funds charged 
redemption fees or sales loads 
considerably higher than customary 
brokerage commissions and because 
shareholders incurred tax liability 
whenever the redemption of their share 
resulted in a capital gain. 

Over the past decade, however, 
industry changes have removed these 
financial disincentives for the majority 
of mutual fund shareholders. Most 
mutual funds are now no-load, and do 
not have redemption fees. Moreover, the 
preponderant portion of the industry's 
assets is now in money market funds 
which seek to maintain a stable net 
asset value, thereby enabling investors 
to redeem their shares without incurring 
tax consequences. In view of the ease 
with which investors in no-load funds, 
particularly money market funds, may 
now redeem their shares, it seems 
appropriate to invite public comment on 
the continuing necessity for approval of 
management decisions by shareholders 
and directors.’ Comment is requested as 


1The Commission does not mean to imply in any 
way that it contemplates that shareholders of 
companies other than open-end investment 
companies could be adequately protected if their 
ability to elect directors or otherwise exercise 
voting rights were eliminated. Investors in other 
types of companies do not have the freedom to 
redeem their investment at current net asset value. 
Moreover, other types of companies usually have 
unique assets. Thus, even assuming that a market is 
available in which such companies’ securities could 
be easily sold, such investors must sell at a market 
price which inay not, in their opinion, reflect the 
value their investment might have if the company's 
management were different. 
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to whether alternative regulatory 
approaches should be pursued and on 
related issues discussed below. 


II. Discussion 


A. Adoption of Rules Exempting Mutual 
Funds From the Act's Shareholder 
Voting Requirements 


Recent commentators have suggested 
that the Commission should exercise its 
rulemaking authority under section 6(c) 
to extend exemptive relief from the, 
Act's shareholder voting requirements. 
Proponents of adopting such exemptions 
argue that the costs which companies 
incur in complying with those provisions 
now outweigh any benefits which 
shareholders may derive from voting 
their shares. Mutual fund shareholders 
appear to be passive participants in the 
management process, rarely attending 
shareholder meetings and infrequently 
returning proxies. In fact, because of 
such shareholder apathy, companies 
often incur re-solicitation expenses in 
order to achieve a quorum. 

On the other hand, it can be argued, 
as was the case when similar objections 
were raised to shareholder voting 
requirements in the 1960's, that 
shareholder voting gives shareholders a 
means of communicating with 
management without litigation. Since 
material information concerning a fund's 
management and operations must be 
disclosed in proxy material distributed 
to shareholders, management is often 
deterred from effecting changes which 
will adversely affect the fund and its 
shareholders. 

A further objection which has been 
voiced with respect to adopting an 
approach which would exempt funds 
from the shareholder voting provisions 
is that such exemptions would create a 
self-perpetuating board of directors, 
thereby disrupting the delicate system of 
checks and balances created by the Act 
to deter both internal and external 
managers from acting in their own best 
interests. 

However, conditions to affording 
funds exemptive relief from the Act's 
shareholder voting requirements could 
be fashioned which would, at least in 
part, answer some of the objections 
which have been raised. In particular, 
such conditions could require adequate 
notice to shareholders, ease of 
redeemability, maintenance of a higher 
ratio of disinterested directors to 
interested directors on the board and 
some type of shareholder referendum 
procedure. 

As a condition to obtaining exemptive 
relief, it appears that, at a minimum, 
management should furnish 
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shareholders with adequate notice of 
any action on which they would 
otherwise be entitled to vote. A number 
of issues are involved, of course, in 
exactly what would constitute adequate 
notice. Should shareholders receive 
notice before or after action is taken? If 
advance notice is required, how much in 
advance should the notice be sent? If 
subsequent notice is required, how soon 
after the action is taken should the 
notice be sent? Could the notice be 
incorporated in periodic reports with 
respect to certain types of changes, such 
as the election of a new director or the 
selection of independent public 
accountants? How much information 
should be contained in a notice to 
shareholders—the equivalent of the 
present proxy disclosure requirements 
or something more or something less? 

Similarly, it appears that shareholders 
should be in a position to react ot 
management actions which they dislike 
by readily redeeming their holdings. The 
question becomes, then, what conditions 
would create sufficient ease of 
redeemability. Should exemptions be 
made available only: To money market 
funds? to no-load funds? to no-load 
funds which do not charge redemption 
fees? to funds which would permit 
shareholders to recapture a portion of 
the sales load paid, depending upon the 
length of time they have held their 
shares? 

A condition which could at least 
mitigate the dangers inherent in a self- 
perpetuating board would be a 
requirement that a higher ratio of 
disinterested to interested directors on 
the board be maintained, for example, a 
majority or 75%. The question is, 
however, how would those disinterested 
directors be selected: by committing 
their selection shareholders at three-to- 
five-year intervals? by committing their 
selection to other disinterested 
directors? by requiring that the 
nominating committee be composed 
exclusively of disinterested directors? 

Finally, a means of permitting 
shareholders to communicate with 
management without litigation could be 
preserved if shareholders were given 
referendum rights comparable to the 
rights conferred upon shareholders of 
pre-existing common law trusts by 
section 16({c) [15 U.S.C. 80a—16(c)]. 

Even if commentator concerns with 
respect to preserving adequate 
shareholder recourse and avoiding a 
self-perpetuating board can be resolved, 
it has been suggested that exempting 
mutual funds from federal shareholder 
voting provisions would effect only a 
cosmetic change because most funds are 
organized in corporate form and would 
therefore still be subject to state law 


requirements that the shareholders 
annually elect members of the board of 
directors. However, adoption of 
exemptions from federal shareholder 
voting requirements would give such 
funds the flexibility of reorganizing in 
non-corporate form, such as common 
law trust or limited partnership or taking 
other steps, such as the creation of a 
class of non-voting stock to be issued to 
public shareholders. The question is, 
then, whether funds would use such 
exemptive rules, given the costs of re- 
organization and the costs of complying 
with the conditions outlined above. 


B. Creation of an Alternative Type of 
Investment Company—the Unitary 
Investment Fund 


Another school of thought would 
create by legislation an alternative type 
of investment company—a unitary 
investment fund (“UIF”). This legislative 
approach, premised upon a view that 
directors are as superfluous as voting 
shareholders in a mutual fund context, 
would create a UIF having neither ~ 
voting shareholders nor a board of 
directors. Proponents of this approach 
believe that an open-end investment 
company should be permitted to 
reorganize as a unitary investment fund 
sponsored and managed by an 
investment manager. 

Draft legislation which has been 
submitted to the staff for consideration 
provides that each investment manager, 
including a bank acting in that capacity, 
would be required to register under the 
Investment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 
U.S.C. 80b-1 et seq.). A management 
contract between the investment 
manager and the fund would set forth, 
among other things, the fund's 
investment objectives, management fees 
and charges to shareholder accounts. 
The investment manager would not be 
permitted to amend those provisions 
during an initial start-up period 
(probably five years) and thereafter only 
upon adequate notice to investors. A 
new subsection of section 36 (15 U.S.C. 
801a-35) would declare that a UIF 
investment manager has no fiduciary 
duty regarding the receipt of 
compensation by such manager and its 
affiliates. 

As contemplated, the Commission 
would play a far more active role in 
regulating UIFs. A UIF’s registration 
statements under both the Securities Act 
of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77a et seg.) and the 
Investment Company would have to be 
declared effective by the Commission 
before shares could be sold, thereby 
giving the staff the opportunity to 
comment on the investment 
management contract as well as the 
disclosure to be furnished to investors in 


56511 


the fund's prospectus. To the extent that 
exemptive rules would not be available, 
a UIF investment manager would have 
to file an application for relief from the 
Act's prohibitions on an individual 
basis. To the extent that a UIF 
investment manager needed to amend 
the management contract during the 
initial start-up period, an application 
would have to be filed for an order 
permitting such amendment. The 
Commission would also be empowered 
to seek the liquidation of a UIF in a U.S. 
District Court in the event of the 
insolvency or bankruptcy of the 
investment manager. 

In evaluating the unitary investment 
fund contemplated, the same 
considerations described above with 
respect to affording shareholders with 
adequate notice, ease of redeemability 
and some form of referendum procedure 
would be applicable. In addition, the 
following difficult question is presented: 
Should directors as well as voting 
shareholders be dispensed with? 

In support of this approach, some 
proponents might question the utility of 
the independent directors, arguing that 
these directors are unwilling to spend ~ 
significant time or energy on functions 
for which they are paid only a minimal 
amount; having been nominated by the 
adviser in virtually every case, they are 
unlikely to exercise any degree of 
control over the adviser; and, since they 
rarely have an independent staff, they 
must rely on the inside directors, 
officers, and investment adviser’s staff 
for information and analysis. According 
to some commentators, court and 
Commission cases show that the 
independent directors have not 
challenged successfully, or even 
attempted to challenge, management 
abuses. Similarly, commentators 
contend that reported cases show that 
the independent directors have rarely 
persuaded, or even attempted to 
persuade, the other directors to maintain 
shareholder derivative suits alleging 
management abuses. Commentators 
have also speculated that, where the 
adviser is paying increased directors’ 
fees to compensate for the increased 
responsibilities assigned to the 
independent directors by the recent 
series of exemptive rules adopted by the 
Commission, those directors have 
become even more susceptible to control 
by the adviser. 

On the other hand, it has been 
observed that to an increasing extent 
the independent directors serve as a 
meaningful counterweight to the 
entrepreneurial spirit of investment 
advisers. The presence of independent 
directors has caused investment 
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advisers to temper fee proposals and to 
rectify administrative problems and 
investment strategies in anticipation of 
board disapproval. Moreover, albeit 
infrequently, there have been cases 
where a mutual fund has severed its 
advisory relationship at the instigation 
of its independent directors. 

It should also be noted that the 
initiatives taken by the Commission 
over the past four years have been 
premised on a belief that exemptive 
relief from the Act's prohibitions is 
appropriate where the directors (and in 
cases where there is a potential conflict 
of interest, the independent directors) 
are willing to assume responsibility for 
finding a contemplated action to be in 
the best interests of the fund. If directors 
are eliminated from a UIF, a dilemma is 
posed as to whether such funds would 
be eligible to rely on the exemptive 
rules. Where an exemptive rule (or 
section of the Act) addresses a potential 
conflict of interest situation, a UIF 
would either have to apply on an 
individual basis for an exemptive order 
or the role played by the independent 
directors would have to be assigned to 
an appropriate third party, such as the 
fund's independent public accountants. 
One issue is then where the Commission 
should focus its efforts in the investment 
company area. Would it be more 
beneficial to mutual funds and their 
shareholders if the Commission 
continues its exemptive rulemaking 
program, pursuing perhaps even more 
. aggressively the goal of transferring 
oversight responsibilities to the 
independent directors where this can be 
done consistent with investor 
protection? Or, would mutual funds and 
their investors benefit more from the 
creation of an alternative type of 
investment company which would be 
subject to greater Commission scrutiny? 

Some proponents of the UIF concept 
argue that section 36(b) should not be 
applicable to UIFs primarily because the 
advisory fee and shareholder charges 
payable to the UIF investment manager 
would be set in advance in the 
investment contract and could be 
readily compared to the fees charged by 
other UIFs. Instead of filing suit under 
section 36(b) to protest fees which they 
believe to be excesssive, investors 
would have the option of simply 
redeeming their shares and, in any 
event, market competition should induce 
managers to keep their fees reasonable. 
In general criticism of section 36(b), 
commentators contend that litigation 
under the section has only generated 
substantial litigation expenses which 
are ultimately passed on to 
shareholders, without resulting in any * 


significant modification of fee 
structures. It might also be argued that 
section 36(b) imposes an unrealistic 
fiduciary duty on an adviser for, in 
negotiating its compensation, the 
adviser must necessarily be acting in its 
own self-interest. 

It is the Commission's preliminary 
judgment, however, that section 36(b) 
should be applicable to UIFs. Reliance 
on the market in a UIF context could be 
misplaced. Since mutual fund investors 
have not appeared to be expense 
conscious in the past, it is doubtful that 
they would focus upon one element of 
expenses, the management fee, in 
comparing UIFs with other funds. Even 
assuming that investor “comparison 
shopping” would make UIF investment 
managers sensitive to market signals, 
those managers would not be free to 
lower fees in response to market 
conditions during the fund's initial start- 
up period. 

It can also be argued that, because 
investment advisers or investment 
managers are obviously acting in their 
own interests in negotiating 
management fees, that is all the more 
reason to retain a shareholder cause of 
action in section 36(b). If anything, 
because the UIF structure would 
eliminate director and shareholder 
approval of the advisory contract, the 
danger is greater that the investment 
manager may act in its own best 
interests by establishing an excessively 
high fee structure. 

Finally, while it is true that plaintiffs 
in section 36(b) have suffered recent 
setbacks, litigation under that section is 
still basically a new phenomenon, and 
the decisions which have been handed 
down stress the importance of the role 
played by the independent directors in 
evaluating adviser compensation. 
Further, far from exposing funds to 
limitless liability, section 36(b) was 
carefully drafted to circumscribe that 
liability. If UIF shareholders were forced 
to challenge management fees in state 
court, it would appear difficult to attack 
even an unusually high management fee 
which has been set forth in the trust 
instrument. 


III. Conclusion 


These approaches to restructuring 
investment companies can of course be 
modified. For example, exemptions from 
shareholder voting requirements or UIF 
legislation could be limited to money 
market funds, at least initially, until the 
Commission and the industry gain more 
experience with a new regulatory 
framework. Alternatively, the UIF 
concept could be modified to provide, 
not for a new category of investment 
company, but rather for procedures 
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whereby any open-end fund could 
dispense with shareholder voting, 
boards of directors, or both, if 
appropriate conditions were met. 

A significant issue to be considered in 
evaluating these alternatives is whether, 
if any of these changes is considered 
desirable, it should be effected by 
administrative action or by legislation. 
At the present time, the Commission is 
predisposed to believe that changes of 
this magnitude should be effected 
legislatively. It can be argued that the 
administrative approach, unlike the 
legislative approach, has the advantage 
of allowing initiatives to be 
implemented as they are developed, 
rather than requiring the development of 
a complete “package” of amendments 
for legislative consideration. Moreover, 
the administrative approach gives the 
Commission more flexibility to “fine- 
tune” changes. However, the legislative 
approach has the advantage of adopting 
all contemplated changes 
simultaneously, not in piecemeal 
fashion, and eliminates any risk of 
possible challenges to those changes as 
an over-extension of the Commission's 
exemptive authority under section 6(c) 
of the Act (15 U.S.C. 80a-6(c)). 

Another significant issue involved in 
evaluating these alternatives, and 
possible modifications thereof, is the 
extent to which adoption of one of these 
approaches would reduce mutual fund 
operating expenses. The Commission, 
extrapolating from published cost data,? 
has been able to estimate only roughly 
the aggregate current costs which 
mutual funds appear to incur in 
complying with the Act's corporate 
governance requirements. These 
estimates indicate that, for fiscal years 
ended in 1982, funds may have incurred 
costs as high as $13.5 million to conduct 
proxy solicitations* and costs as high as 
$28 million to pay directors’ fees and 
expenses (including the cost of hiring 
outside counsel for the directors). The 
Commission currently has no basis for 
estimating costs which might be 
incurred by funds in re-organizing or 
operating under either contemplated 
regulatory framework, such as the cost 
of complying with shareholder notice 
conditions if a fund were to rely on 
shareholder voting exemptions or the 
cost of assigning certain director 
responsibilities to other independent 
parties if a fund were to become a UIF. 
Request is made, therefore, for 
commentators to furnish the 


Lipper Directors’ Analytical Data (Aug. 1982). 

* These costs may be marginal, however, insofar 
as funds may already be obligated to hold an 
annual meeting of shareholders to elect directors 
under state law. 
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Commission with as much concrete cost 
information as possible, both with 
respect to costs which are presently 
incurred in complying with the Act's 
corporate governance requirements and 
costs which could be incurred if 
regulatory alternatives were 
implemented. 

The approaches outlined above, as 
well as possible modifications thereof, 
are discussed in more detail in the 
appendix. The Commission wishes to 
emphasize that, by asking for public 
comment and setting forth arguments, 
pro and con, with respect to the 
questions addressed in this release and 
appendix, it has not taken any firm 
position on those questions or on the 
broader issues of whether these changes 
are desirable. 


List of Subjects in 17 CFR Part 270 


Investment companies, Reporting 
requirements, Securities. 


By the Commission. 


Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 82-34330 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Parts 182 and 184 
[Docket No. 81N-0381] 


Manganese Salts; Proposed 
Affirmation and Removal of GRAS 
Status as Direct Human Food 
ingredients 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is proposing to 
affirm that manganese chloride and 
manganese sulfate are generally 
recognized as safe (GRAS) as direct 
human food ingredients. In addition, 
FDA is proposing not to affirm 
manganese citrate, manganese 
gluconate, and manganous oxide as 
GRAS as direct human food ingredients 
and to remove them from the list of 
substances that are GRAS. The safety of 
these ingredients has been evaluated 
under the comprehensive safety review 
conducted by the agency. The proposal 
would take no action on the listing of 
these ingredients as GRAS substances 
for use in dietary supplements. 

DATE: Comments by February 15, 1983. 
ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 


305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John W. Gordon, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
335), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20204, 202- 
426-5487. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is 
conducting a comprehensive review of 
human food ingredients classified as 
GRAS or subject to a prior sanction. The 
agency has issued several notices and 
proposals (see the Federal Register of 
July 26, 1973 (38 FR 20040)) initiating this 
review, under which the safety of 
certain manganese salts has been 
evaluated. In accordance with the 
provisions of § 170.35 (21 CFR 170.35), 
the agency proposes to affirm the GRAS 
status of manganese chloride for use in 
infant formula and manganese sulfate 
for use as a nutrient supplement in 
conventional foods ' and infant formula, 
and to remove manganese citrate, 
manganese gluconate, and manganous 
oxide from GRAS status.” 

The GRAS status of the use of 
manganese chloride, manganese citrate, 
manganese gluconate, manganese 
sulfate, and manganous oxide in dietary 
supplements (i.e., over-the-counter 
vitamin preparations in forms such as 
capsules, tablets, liquids, wafers, etc.) is 
not affected by this proposal. The 
agency did not request consumer 
exposure data on dietary supplement 
uses when it initiated this review. 
Without exposure data, the agency 
cannot evaluate the safety of the uses of 
these ingredients in dietary 
supplements. The use of these 
ingredients in dietary supplements will 


'FDA is using the term “conventional food” to 
refer to food that would fall within any of the 43 
categories listed in § 170.3(n) (21 CFR 170.3(n)). 

? The manganese ion can exist in a variety of 
oxidation states. Technically the term “manganous” 
refers to the divalent form of the manganese cation. 
Traditionally, however, the terms manganese and 
manganous have been used interchangeably. (See 
“The Condensed Chemical Dictionary,” 9th Ed. by 
Gessner G. Hawley (1977) pp. 534-536.) Moreover, 
the Food Chemicals Codex uses the term 
manganese but unequivocally defines the salts as 
the divalent manganese salts, as is evident from the 
empirical formulas listed in the monographs. 
Further, the Select Committee on GRAS Substances 
(the Select Committee) used the terms manganous 
and manganese interchangeably in their report to 
FDA but reviewed only the safety of divalent salts 
because this was the only form of the salts reported 
to be used in food. To minimize confusion and to be 
consistent with current listings in the Code of 
Federal Regulations and the Food Chemicals Codex, 
the agency will continue to use the terms 
manganese chloride, manganese gluconate, and 
manganese suifate. The citrate and oxide salts are 
not defined in the Food Chemicals Codex, and to be 
consistent with current listings in the Code of 
Federal Regulations, the agency will continue to list 
them as manganese citrate and manganous oxide. 
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continue to be permissible under 
Subpart F of Part 182 (21 CFR Part 182). 

Manganese is an essential nutrient. It 
occurs naturally in many foods of both 
plant and animal origin. However, 
manganese reportedly is added to food 
in the form of manganese chloride and 
manganese sulfate. These salts are 
generally prepared as follows: 

Manganese chloride (tetrahydrate) is 
prepared by leaching selected grades of 
reduced manganese ore with 
hydrochloric acid. The manganese 
chloride solution is treated to remove 
impurities, then filtered. Anhydrous 
manganese chloride is made by the 
action of dry HCl gas on the metal 
(manganese), manganese carbonate, or 
manganous oxide. Pink translucent 
crystals, produced by these reactions, 
are isolated by filtering the 
recrystallization. 

Manganese sulfate (monohydrate) is 
prepared by treating finely ground 
manganese dioxide with sulfuric acid in 
the presence of a reducing agent. It is 
also obtained as a byproduct in the 
manufacture of hydroquinone. It is 
isolated as a pale pink, granular, 
odorless powder. 

Manganous oxide is prepared by the 
reduction of a higher manganese oxide 
with a reducing gas such as carbon 
monoxide or hydrogen with 
carbonaceous matter followed by 
quenching in an inert atmosphere. It can 
also be prepared by thermal 
decomposition of manganese carbonate 
or oxalate in the absence of air. 

FDA has not been able to obtain 
manufacturing information for 
manganese citrate amd manganese 
gluconate. If these ingredients are used 
in food, interested persons should 
submit such information to the agency 
as comments on this proposal. 

Manganese chloride, manganese 
citrate, manganese gluconate, 
manganese sulfate, and manganous 
oxide were listed as GRAS for use as 
nutrients and dietary supplements in a 
regulation published in the Federal 
Register of January 31, 1961 (26 FR 938). 
However, in recodification published in 
the Federal Register of September 5, 
1980 (45 FR 58837), FDA divided the 
nutrient and dietary supplement 
category into separate listings for GRAS 
dietary supplements and GRAS 
nutrients. As a consequence, manganese 
chloride, manganese citrate, manganese 
gluconate, manganese sulfate, and 
manganous oxide, respectively, are 
currently listed as GRAS in §§ 182.5446, 
182.5449, 182.5452, 182.5461, and 182.5464 
as dietary supplements. Nutrient uses of 
these ingredients are covered under 
§§ 182.8446, 182.8449, 182.8452, 182.8461, 
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and 182.8464, respectively. Section 
412(g) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (the act) lists manganese 
as a required nutrient in infant formula, 
subject to level restrictions. FDA is 
reviewing all nutrient levels in infant 
formulas under a contract with the 
American Academy of Pediatrics. Any 
necessary modifications in the nutrient 
level of manganese in infant formula 
regulations will be proposed by a 
separate rulemaking under section 
412(a)(2) of the act. The agency has 
addressed the GRAS status of two other 
manganese salts, manganese 
glycerophosphate (21 CFR 182.5455) and 
manganese hypophosphite (21 CFR 
182.5458) in proposed regulations on 
glycerophosphates and hypophosphites, 
respectively, and FDA will not discuss 
these substances in this proposal. 

In 1971, the National Academy of 
Sciences/National Research Council 
(NAS/NRC) surveyed a representative 
cross-section of food manufacturers to 
determine the specific foods in which 
manganese salts were used and the 
levels of usage. NAS/NRC combined 
this manufacturing information with 
information on consumer consumption 
of foods to obtain an estimate of 
consumer exposure to these ingredients. 
The NAS/NRC survey information 
indicates that manganese sulfate is used 
as a nutrient in a variety of foods 
including infant formulas, baked goods, 
alcoholic beverages, dairy product 
analogs, fish products, meat products, 
milk products, and poultry products. The 
survey found that manganese chloride is 
used only in infant formulas. FDA 
estimates from the NAS/NRC survey 
that, in 1970, the total amount of 
manganese chloride added to food was 
17 pounds and the total amount of 
manganese sulfate added to food was 
5,717 pounds. The NAS/NRC survey did 
not report any poundage data for 
manganese citrate, manganese 
gluconate, or manganous oxide. 

Manganese salts were the subject of a 
search of the scientific literature from 
1920 to the present. The criteria used in 
the search were chosen to discover any 
articles that considered (1) chemical 
toxicity, (2) occupational hazardss, (3) 
metabolism, (4) reaction products, (5) 
degradation products, (6) 
carcinogenicity, teratogenicity, or 
mutagenicity, (7) dose response, (8) 
reproductive effects, (9) Histology, (10) 
embryology, (11) behavorial effeects, 
(12) detection, and (13) processing. A 
total of 280 abstracts on manganese 
salts was reviewed, and 108 particularly 
pertinent reports from the literature 
survey have been summarized in a 
scientific literature review. 


Information from the scientific 
literature review and other sources has 
been summarized in a report to FDA by 
the Select Committee on GRAS 
Substances, which is composed of 
qualified scientists chosen by the Life 
Sciences Research Office of the 
Federation of American Societies for 
Experimental Biology (FASEB). The 
members of the Select Committee have 
evaluated all the available safety 
information on manganese salts.‘ In the 
Select Committee's opinion: 


The available information indicates that a 
wide margin exists between present intake 
levels of manganese as manganous salts and 
those levels that have been reported to 
produce harmful effects. Manganese is an 
essential nutrient that is required for the 
optimal functioning of several metabolic 
systems largely through its role as a 
prosthetic group or as an essential cofactor. 
Divalent manganese is among the least toxic 
of the trace elements. As was indicated in the 
review of the experiments involving 
manganous chloride and manganous sulfate, 
the oral toxicity of manganese is low largely 
because of restricted absorption and the 
existence of a relatively efficient mechanism 
regulating intestinal excretion. 

Manganese interacts metabolically with 
several other minerals including calcium, 
phosphorus, iron, and copper. Under most 
dietary conditions, however, it is unlikely 
that the ratio of manganese to these elements 
is distorted enough to produce an adverse 
effect. 

The only manganese salts known by the 
Select Committee to be in use as ingredients 
of foods for human consumption are the 
chloride and the sulfate. Despite the nearly 
complete lack of scientific reports on the 
biologic effects of manganous citrate and 
gluconate, the relatively low toxicity of the 
manganous ion and the innocuous nature of 
citrates and gluconates when used as food 
ingredients suggest that no health hazard 
would result from similar uses of manganous 
citrate and gluconate. 

While there is good evidence of the short- 
term tolerance of manganous oxide as an 
added feed ingredient for poultry and 
livestock, no acute oral toxicity studies or 
long-term feeding studies of manganous oxide 
have been reported. In addition, the Select 
Committee has no information on the 
amounts of manganous oxide, if any, that 
may be used in foods for human consumption 
in this country. 


*“Evaluation of the Health Aspects of Manganous 
Salts As Food Ingredients,” Life Sciences Research 
Office, Federation of American Societies For 
Experimental Biology, 1979, pp. 8-18. In the past, the 
agency presented verbatim the Select Committee's 
discussion of the biological data it reviewed. 
However, because the Select Committee's report is 
available at the Dockets Management Branch and 
from the National Technical Information Service, 
and because it represents a significant savings to 
the agency in publication costs, FDA has decided to 
discontinue presenting that discussion in the 
preamble to proposals that affirm GRAS status in 
accordance with current good manufacturing 
practice. 

‘Ibid., p. 19. 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Proposed Rules 


The Select Committee concludes that 
no evidence in the available information 
on manganese citrate, manganese 
chloride, manganese gluconate, and 
manganese sulfate demonstrates, or 
presents reasonable grounds to suspect, 
a hazard to the public when these 
substances are used at levels that are 
now current or that might reasonably be 
expected in the future. However, in view 
of the lack of relevant biological studies 
and the lack of information on consumer 
exposure, the Select Committee states 
that it has insufficient data upon which 
to base an evaluation of manganous 
oxide when it is used in food for human 
consumption.* 

FDA has undertaken its own 
evaluation of the available information 
on manganese salts and concurs with 
the conclusions of the Select Committee. 
FDA therefore is proposing to take the 
following actions as justified below: 

1. There is sufficient usage and 
toxicological information to affirm the 
GRAS status of manganese chloride and 
manganese sulfate as nutrients. 
Therefore, the agency proposes to affirm 
the GRAS status of manganese chloride 
for use in infant formula and manganese 
sulfate for use in conventional foods and 
in infant formula. 

2. In the absence of sufficient safety 
data on manganous oxide, the agency 
proposes to remove it from the list of 
nutrients that are GRAS for use in food. 

3. In the absence of data on consumer 
exposure or current use, the agency is 
proposing not to affirm manganese 
citrate and manganese gluconate as 
GRAS and to remove them from the list 
of nutrients that are GRAS for use in 
food. However, if FDA receives 
appropriate usage and manufacturing 
information in response to this proposal, 
the agency will reconsider this action 
before issuing a final rule. 

4. Because the 1971 NAS/NRC 
industry use survey did not request data 
on dietary supplement uses, there are 
insufficient data to assess exposure 
from these uses. Without such exposure 
data, the agency cannot evaluate the 
safety of the use of these substances as 
dietary supplements. These uses of 
manganese salts will continue to be 
permissible under Subpart F of Part 182 
consistent with the policy expressed in 
the Federal Register of September 5, 
1980 (45 FR 58857). 

Additionally, FDA is proposing not to 
include in the GRAS affirmation 
regulations for manganese chloride and 
manganese sulfate the levels of use 
reported in the NAS/NRC 1971 survey 
for these ingredients. Both FASEB and 


5 [bid., pp. 19-20. 
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the agency have concluded that a large 
margin of safety exists for the use of 
these substances, and that any 
reasonably foreseeable increase in the 
level of consumption of manganese 
chloride and manganese sulfate will not 
adversely affect human health. 
Therefore, the agency is proposing to 
affirm the GRAS status of manganese 
chloride and manganese sulfate when 
they are use under current good 
manufacturing practice (CGMP) 
conditions of use in accordance with 

§ 184.1(b)(1) (21 CFR 184.1(b)(1)). To 
make clear, however, that the 
affirmation of the GRAS status of 
manganese chloride and manganese 
sulfate is based on the evaluation of 
limited uses, the proposed regulations 
set forth the technical effects and food , 
categories that FDA evaluated. 

In the Federal Register of September 
7, 1982 (47 FR 39199), FDA proposed to 
adopt a general policy restricting the 
circumstances in which it will 
specifically describe conditions of use in 
regulations affirming substances as 
GRAS under 21 CFR 184.1(b)(1) or 
186.1(b)(1). The agency proposed to 
amend its regulations to indicate clearly 
that it will specify one or more of the 
CGMP conditions of use in regulations 
for substances affirmed as GRAS with 
no limitations other than CGMP only 
when the agency determines that it is 
appropriate to do so. 

Copies of the scientific literature 
review, a report on the teratogenic 
evaluation of manganese sulfate, and 
the report of the Select Committee on 
manganous salts are available for 
review at the Dockets Management 
Branch (address above), and may be 
purchased from the National Technical 
Information Service, 5285 Port Royal 
Rd., peti: VA 22161, as follows: 


Manganese salts PB 228-553/AS..| A08 
(scientific 
literature review). 


Manganous salts PB 301-404/AS..) A03.. 


| Price code | Price * 
| 


). | 
Manganous sulfate PB 223-813/AS | A04 


evaluation). | 
seca } 


‘Price subject to change. 


The format of the proposed 
regulations is different from those in 
previous GRAS affirmation regulations. 
FDA has modified paragraph (c) of 
§§ 184.1446 and 184.1461 to make clear 
the agency's determination that GRAS 
affirmation is based upon CGMP 
conditions of use, including the technical 
effects and food categories listed. This 
change has no substantive effect but is 
made merely for clarity. 


This proposed action does not affect 
the current use of manganous salts in 
pet food or in animal feed. 

The agency has determined under 21 
CFR 25.24(d)(6) (proposed December 11, 
1979; 44 FR 71742) that this proposed 
action is of a type that does not 
individually or cumulatively have a 
significant impact on the human 
environment. Therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an 
environmental impact statement is 
required. 

FDA, in accordance with the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, has 
considered the effect that this proposal 
would have on small entities including 
small businesses and has determined 
that the effect of this proposal is to 
maintain current known uses of the 
substances covered by this proposal by 
both large and small businesses. 
Therefore, FDA certifies in accordance 
with section 605(b) of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act that no significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities will derive from 
this action. 

In accordance with Executive Order 
12291, FDA has carefully analyzed the 
economic effects of this proposal, and 
the agency has determined that the final 
rule, if promulgated, will not be a major 
rule as defined by the Order. 


List of Subjects 
21 CFR Part 182 


Generally recognized as safe (GRAS) 
food ingredients, Spices and flavorings. 


21 CFR Part 184 


Direct food ingredients, Food 
ingredients, Generally recognized as 
safe (GRAS) food ingredients. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 201(s), 
409, 701(a), 52 Stat. 1055, 72 Stat. 1784- 
1788 as amended (21 U.S.C. 321(s), 348, 
371(a))) and under authority delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(21 CFR 5.10), it is proposed that Parts 
182 and 184 be amended as follows: 


PART 182—SUBSTANCES 
GENERALLY RECOGNIZED AS SAFE 


§§ 182.8446, 182.8449, 182.8452, 182.8461, 
and 182.8464 [Removed] 


1. Part 182 is amended by removing 
§ 182.8446 Manganese chloride, 
§ 182.8449 Manganese citrate, § 182.8452 
Manganese gluconate, § 182.8461 
Manganese sulfate, and § 182.8464 
Manganous oxide. 


PART 184—DIRECT FOOD 
SUBSTANCES AFFIRMED AS 
GENERALLY RECOGNIZED AS SAFE 


2. Part 184 is amended: 
a. By adding new § 184.1446, to read 
as follows: 


§184.1446 Manganese chloride. 

(a) Manganese chloride (MnCl 2-4H2O, 
CAS Reg. No. 7773-01-5), also referred 
to as manganese dichloride, is a pink, ~ 
translucent, crystalline product. It is 
prepared by dissolving manganous 
oxide, pyrolusite ore (MnO:), or reduced 
manganese ore in hydrochloric acid. The 
resulting solution is neutralized to 
precipitate heavy metals, filtered, 
concentrated, and crystallized. 

(b) The ingredient meets the 
specifications of the Food Chemicals 
Codex, 3d Ed. (1981), p. 186, which is 
incorporated by reference. Copies are 
available from the National Academy 
Press, 2101 Constitution Ave. NW., 
Washington, DC 20418, or available for 
inspection at the Office of the Federal 
Register, 1100 L St. NW., Washington, 
DC 20408. 

(c) In accordance with § 184.1(b)(1), 
the ingredient is used in food with no 
limitation other than current good 
manufacturing practice. The affirmation 
of this ingredient as generally 
recognized as safe (GRAS) as a direct 
human food ingredient is based upon the 
following current good manufacturing 
practice conditions of use: 

(1) The ingredient is used a nutrient 
supplement as defined in § 170.3(0)(20) 
of this chapter. 

(2) The ingredient may be used in 
infant formulas in accordance with 
section 412(g) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (the act) or with 
regulations promulgated under section 
412(a)(2) of the act. 

b. By adding new § 184.1461, to read 
as follows: 


§ 184.1461 Manganese sulfate. 


(a) Manganese sulfate (MnSO,-H2O, 
CAS Reg. No. 7785-87-7) is a pale pink, 
granular, odorless powder. It is obtained 
by reacting manganese compounds with 
sulfuric acid. It is also obtained as a 
byproduct in the manufacture of 
hydroquinone. Other manufacturing 
processes include the action of sulfur 
dioxide, on a slurry of manganese 
dioxide in sulfuric acid, and the roasting 
of pyrolusite (MnOz) ore, with solid 
ferrous sulfate and coal, followed by 
leaching and crystallization. 

(b) The ingredient meets the 
specifications of the Food Chemicals 
Codex, 3d Ed. (1981), p. 188, which is 
incorporated by reference. Copies are 
available from the National Academy 
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Press, 2101 Constitution Ave. NW., 
Washington, DC. 20418, or available for 
inspection at the Office of the Federal 
Register, 1100 L St. NW., Washington, 
DC 20408. 

(c) In accordance with § 184.1(b){1), 
the ingredient is used in food with no 
limitation other than current good 
manufacturing practice. The affirmation 
of this ingredient as generally 
recognized as safe (GRAS) as a direct 
human food ingredient is based upon the 
following current good manufacturing 
practice conditions of use: 

(1) The ingredient is used as a nutrient 
supplement as defined in § 170.3(0)(20) 
of this chapter. 

(2) The ingredient is used in the 
following foods at levels not to exceed 
current good manufacturing practice: 
baked goods as defined in § 170.3{n)(1) 
of this chapter; alcoholic beverages as 
defined in § 170.3(n)(2) of this chapter; 
dairy product analogs as defined in 
§ 170.3(n)(10) of this chapter; fish 
products as defined in § 170.3(n)(13) of 
this chapter; meat products as defined in 
§ 170.3(n)(29) of this chapter; milk 
products as defined in § 170.3(n)(31) of 
this chapter; and poultry as defined in 
§ 170.3(n)(34) of this chapter. The 
ingredient may be used in infant 
formulas in accordance with section 412 
(g) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (the act) or with 
regulations promulgated under section 
412(a)(2) of the act. 


The agency is unaware of any prior 
sanction for the use of these ingredients 
in foods under conditions different from 
those identified in this document. Any 
person who intends to assert or rely on 
such a sanction shall submit proof of its 
existence in response to this proposal. 
The action proposed above will 
constitute a determination that excluded 
uses would result in adulteration of the 
food in violation of section 402 of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 342), and the failure of any 
person to come forward with proof of an 
applicable prior sanction in response to 
this proposal constitutes a waiver of the 
right to assert or rely on it later. Should 
any person submit proof of the existence 
of a prior sanction, the agency hereby 
proposes to recognize such use by 
issuing an appropiate final rule under 
Part 181 (21 CFR Part 181) or affirming it 
as GRAS under Part 184 or 186 (21 CFR 
Part 184 or 186), as appropriate. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
February 15, 1983, submit to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above) 
written comments regarding this 
proposal. Two copies of any comments 
are to be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit one copy. 


Comments are to be identified with 
the docket number found in brackets in 
the heading of this document. Received 
comments may be seen in the office 
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: November 19, 1982. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 82-34257 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
{A-5-FRL 2228-3] 


Approval and Promulgation of 
implementation Plans; Illinois 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Proposed Rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes 
rulemaking and solicits public comment 
on the incorporation of an alternate 
control strategy (ACS) or “bubble” into 
the Illinois State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). This proposed revision, if 
approved, will allow the Granite City 
Steel Division of National Steel, located 
in Granite City, Illinois, to use an ACS 
to control open dust fugitive sources 
such as parking lots and roadways in 
lieu of controlling its blast furnace 
casthouse. This proposed SIP revision 
was submitted to the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) by the State of 
Illinois on September 30, 1982, pursuant 
to Section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
(Act). 

DATE: Comments on this revision and on 

the proposed EPA action must be 

received by January 17, 1983. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revision 

are available at the following addresses 

for review: (It is recommended that you 

telephone Randolph O. Cano, at (312) 

886-6035, before visiting the Region V 

office). 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region V, Air Programs Branch, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604 

illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency, Division of Air Pollution 
Control, 2200 Churchill Road, 
Springfield, Ulinois 62705 
Comments on this proposed rule 

should be addressed to: Gary Gulezian, 

Chief, Regulatory Analysis Section, Air 

Programs Branch, USEPA, Region V, 230 

South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 

60604. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Randolph O. Cano, Air Programs 
Branch, Region V Environmental 
Protection Agency, 230 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886- 
6035. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
7, 1982 (47 FR 15076), the Environmental 
Protection Agency issued a proposed 
Emissions Trading Policy Statement 
which sets forth general principles for 
the creation, banking and use of 
emission reduction credits. This 
statement indicated that it is the policy 
of EPA to encourage use of emissions 
trades to achieve more flexible, rapid 
and efficient attainment of national 
ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). 
It describes emissions trading, sets out 
general principles EPA will use to 
evaluate emissions trades under the Act, 
and expands opportunities for States 
and industry to use these less costly 
control approaches. The April 7, 1982, 
notice noted that, until EPA takes final 
action on its policy statement, State 
actions involving emission trades would 
be evaluated under the provisions set 
forth in the proposed statement. 

On September 30, 1982, the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(IEPA) submitted a proposed revision to 
the Illinois SIP in the form of an 
approved ACS permit. 

This ACS would, if finally adopted, 
give credit to the Granite City Steel 
Division of National Steel Corporation 
(GCS) for providing greater control of 
fugitive particulate emissions from the 
facility's unpaved roadways and 
parking lots than is required by State 
regulations. This extra reduction in 
emissions from the roads and parking 
lots will be substituted for control of 
emissions from the blast furnace 
casthouse. This SIP revision, if 
approved, would waive installation of 
casthouse control equipment until 1986 
and would require implementation of 
the ACS by December 31, 1982. 

After EPA takes final action to 
approve the SIP, the March 18, 1981, 
Consent Decree among EPA, IEPA and 
GCS will be modified to reflect the 
requirements of the ACS. This Consent 
Decree was entered after negotiations 
among the parties in order to resolve 
continuing violations by GCS of Illinois 
Pollution Control Board (IPCB) Rules 202 
and 203 which are part of the existing 
federally approved Illinois SIP. An 
amendment to this Consent Decree has 
been drafted and was submitted to EPA. 
In this amendment, the section requiring 
control of casthous emissions has been 
revised; and a new section has been 
added which sets forth specific open 
dust control requirements. 
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Background: 


According to the State, without air 
pollutiom controls, particulate emissions 
from unpaved roads, parking lots, and 
the blast furnace casthouse-at GCS:are 
estimated to total 3,281 tons per year 
(tpy); (a) Unpaved roads (2,652' ty), (b) 
parking lots (322 tpy); and (c). blast’ 
furnace casthouse (307 tpy): Existing 
State compliance programs require that 
these emissions be reduced’ to 1,67T tpy 
by December 31,. 1982. 

Fugitive particulate: emissions: from 
the umpaved roads: and: parking: lots are 
governed: by IPCB Rules: and 
Regulations;. Chapter 2, Air Pollutiom 
Rule 203(f)(3)(C) states that alli normal 
traffic pattern roads must be paved or 
treated om # regular basis: with water, oil 
or chemicals:. Rule: 203a(f)(3)(F). requires 
submission of # plant-specific operating 
programy designed to significantly reduce 
fugitive particulate emissions: Granite 
City Steel's pragram,. as:nequired by that 
rule, is estimated to control! particulate 
emissions with 50 percent efficiency and 
would). accordingly, reduce particulate: 
emissions: by 1,487 tpy by December 31, 
1982. This reflects: # 5@ percent reduction 
from the uncontrolled: rate af 2,974 tpy 
for these: sources. 

Particulate emissions: from the blast 
furnance casthouse: are regulated: by the 
State of Illinois: under IPCB Rule 
203(d)(5)(D) (i): or (ii),. Rule (i) requires: a 
quantiatative evaluation of emissions 
against a: numerical limit. Rule (ii) 
requires: installation: of air pellution 
contrali equipment om the casthouse. 
According to the IEPA, installatiom and 
operation of control equipment required 
by Rule 203{d)) at the casthouse would 
reduce particulate emissions: by 123: tpy 
from the uncontrolled rate of 307 tpy. 

To summarize, IEPA believes that 
compliance with existing State 
regulatory requirements: for GCS would 
reduce particulate emission. by 1,610 tpy: 
(1,487 tpy from roads and parking lots 
and 123. tpy from. the. casthouse), 


Comparison Between Granite City 
Steel’s Alternative Control Strategy 
(ACS) Proposal. and Existing State 
Requirements. 


According to IEPA, the State’s 
existing regulatory requirements: provide 
for: (a)! Control of fugitive particulate 
emissions from roadways and parking 
lots. at 50 percent effectiveness; and (b)} 
control of particulate emissions. from the 
blast furnace casthouse:. Im the ACS, 
GCS ig proposing to increase control of 
emissions from roadways: and. parking 
lots to 7percent effectiveness in 
exchange for not installing. casthouse 
control equipment. Under the State’s: 
requirement, this: trade must produce 


environmentally equivalent reductions 
in particulate emissions tm be an 
acceptable ACS, 

GCS claims: that fugitive particulate 
emissions cam be reduced by 75 percent 
by using a chemical dust suppressant 
(Coherex er equal). This would amount 
to a 25 percent increase im control for 
these sources or 744:tpy’in: addition: to 
the 1,487 tpy provided by the existing 
compliance programs. 

According to. IEPA, the required 
frequency of application. to achieve a.75 
percent reduction in particulate 
emissions was determined using 
information: frem. other steel mills which 
use chemical applications and. from an: 
in-plant. traffic survey. Some areas of the 
plant will have the chemical dust 
suppressant applied once a month, while 
the more traveled routes will have four 
applications permonth Ar additional 
290 tpy of reductiom im particulate 
emissions will be achieved by paving 
1.57 miles of roadways and’ twoof the 
larger parking lots. While the paving 
program will not be completed until 
December 1983, those: areas to be paved 
will be controlled with a chemical’ dust 
suppressant until the pawing is. 
completed. Coupled with the 744 tpy 
from using a chemical. dust. suppressant, 
total additional reductions.in.open dust 
emission from the ACS proposal amount 
to 1,034 tpy. 

According to IEPA, the net reduction 
in particulate emissions gained from the 
ACS proposal is 911 tpy or 
approximately a 7 to 1 reductiow ratio 
when. compared with reducing emissions 
at the casthouse by 122’ tpy. 

The State’s analysis to: determine the 
acceptability of the emissions. tnade 
used IPCB Rule 203(d)(5)(D) to 
determine the emissions baseline for the 
casthouse. Since this rule has been 
disapproved. by EPA, EPA found. it 
necessary to. perform.an independent 
analysis. of the emissions. reductions: 
required under RACT and the proposed 
emission. reductions in the ACS. The 
April 7, 1982, proposed Emission 
Trading Policy Statement requires a 
RACT baseline to be used’as. the basis 
for such an analysis. EPA's analysis is 
consistent with the proposed policy 
statement. 

The differences between EPA's 
independent analysis and IEPA’s 
analysis, as summarized above, involve 
the following: uncontrolled emission 
factor for casthouse; controlled, RACT- 
level emission factor for casthouse; open 
dust control efficiency for use of dust 
suppressant chemical; and control 
efficiency for paying plus. cleaning: The 
EPA regional office has: determined! for 
this: specific facility that. RACT is 50 
percent centrol effectiveness. The 
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differences: are discussed! im detail.in the 
technical support document which is 
available for inspection at the Region V 
office: listed: im the front of this: notice: 
The accompanying Table summarizes 
the results of EPA's analysis. Despite 
the use: of different assumptions, EPA 
agrees with IEPA’s conclusiom that the 
ACS provides: for am emissions trade 
(i.e., opem dust emission reductions: 
below the RACT level for casthouse: 
emissions: above the RACT level); that 
results in greater reductiom of TSP than 
would occur under Ilinvis: current SiP 
limitations, Therefore; EPA: agrees: with 
IEPA's.conclusiom that the emissions 
trade is acceptable, although it does not 
accept certaim assumptions used ly. 
IEPA im the latter's analysis of this 
bubble: proposal. 


COMPARISON: OF EMISSION. LEVELS. REQUIRED 
BY RACT ann THE ACS 


Open Dust Fugitive Sources: 

BOF Roads............... > 

Steet Works Roads. 

Blast Furnance Roads. 

North Piant/Roads...._ 

Souttt Plant'Roads .. 

Wastewater Treatmen ant Roads... 

Parking, Lotss..... \ | 
Subtotal. From Open. Dust Fugitive: Sources... 1484:2 | 261. 4 


te 511 
os | 1535.2"! 784.5 


Net Difference: (ACS Einissione: Reduction ‘Benefit 750.7 


In developing the comparison of 
emission levels required by RACT and 
the ACS, U.S. EPA has. determined: 50% 
control to represent the RACT baseline 
for unpaved reads. at. this plant 

As explained in EPA's Emission 
Trading, Policy Statement, EPA will. 
pursue: a post approval. monitoring 
network with the state agency which 
can be used to evaluate the impact of 
the ACS. Monitoring data fram 
additional sites, if determined. to be 
necessary,. will supplement post 
approval data from existing monitoring 
sites. If the results: of monitoring 
indicate that. the ACS does. not produce 
the predicted air quality impact, further 
enforceable emissiom reductions will be 
required. 

EPA's: proposed Emissions. Trading 
Policy Statement also requires. that each 
“bubble” application make a 
demonstration of ambient 
“equivalence.” Because: the ACS would 
not result im am increase: im applicable 
baseline emissions and the ACS 
emissiom levels were not expected to 
significantly degrade air quality im the 
area of highest impact, only a screening 
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modeling analysis (limited to the 
specific sources invoived in the trade) 
was required. GCS provided an air 
quality analysis (using the Industrial 
Source Complex-Long Term Model) 
which shows a net air quality 
improvement due to the ACS at the 
model receptor of highest impact. 

However, the Granite City Steel 
modeling analysis did not directly 
address the 24-hour averaging period. 
Consequently, EPA is requiring that a 
short term ambient equivalence 
demonstration be performed which, per 
the EPA emission trading policy 
statement, must show that the ACS will 
not result in a significant air quality 
impact (i.e., 10 wg./m%, 24-hour average). 
The modeling analysis is scheduled to 
be completed during the public comment 
period for this proposed rulemaking. 
There will be adequate opportunity for 
the public to review the results of the 
short-term modeling prior to EPA’s final 
rulemaking on the GCS AECP. Anyone 
who wishes to be notified of the 
availability of the short-term modeling 
analysis should call the contact person 
listed at the beginning of this notice. 
Based on results of the annual air 
quality analysis, EPA has preliminarily 
determined that the ACS will not 
interfere with measures in the Illinois 
TSP SIP which are designed to lead to 
attainment and maintenance of the 
annual TSP NAAQS in the Granite City 
primary nonattainment area. 

EPA believes that the proposed ACS 
is consistent with EPA’s proposed 
Emission Trading Policy Statement. EPA 
is proposing to approve GCS’s ACS 
since it should lead to a reducion in 
particulate levels and will not interfere 
with measures in the Illinois TSP SIP 
which are designed to lead to 
attainment and maintenance of the TSP 
NAAQS in the Granite City primary TSP 
nonattainment area. According to EPA's 
analysis, the ACS provides an emissions 
offset greater than 1 to 1 in relation to 
the level of emissions reduction required 
by RACT-level controls. The ACS will, 
according to EPA’s analysis, provide an 
emissions reduction of nearly 763 tons 
per year below the RACT baseline. 

EPA's final action on this proposal 
will consider the results of the short- 
term ambient equivalence 
demonstration and all public comments. 
The September 7, 1982, technical support 
document contains a description of the 
required short-term modeling 
procedures. 

EPA, therefore, proposes approval of 
this ACS. Public comment is invited on 
this proposed SIP revision, on the issues 
discussed in the technical support 
document, and on EPA’s proposed 
approval. 


Comments should be submitted to the 
address listed in the front of this notice. 
Public comments received on or before 
January 17, 1983, will be considered in 
EPA’s final rulemaking action. All 
comments received will be available for 
inspection at Region V: Air Programs 
Branch, 230 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the 
Administrator has certified that SIP 
approvals do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. (See 46 FR 
8709) 

Under Executive Order 12291, today’s 
action is not “Major”. The Office of 
Management and Budget has exempted 
this rule from the requirements of 
Section 3 of Executive Order 12291. 


(Sec. 110 of the Act, as amended) 
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations. 

Dated: October 6, 1982. 

Valdas V. Adamkus, 

Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-34285 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 52 

[A-5-FRL 2219-6] 

Michigan; Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans 


AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: On June 24, 1982, the State of 


Michigan submitted Consent Order No. 
16-1982 for Great Lakes Steel (GLS), a 
Division of National Steel Corporation 
(National Steel), as a revision to the 
Michigan State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). The Consent Order provides an 
alternate emissions control plan (AECP) 
or “bubble” which will result in 
reductions of particulate emissions in 
the Detroit (Wayne County) primary 
nonattainment area. The Consent Order 
requires that all controls be 
implemented by December 31, 1982. At 
the request of the State of Michigan, 
EPA is today proposing approval of this 
action and soliciting public comment on 
this revision. 

DATE: Comments must be submitted on 
or before January 17, 1983. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of this SIP revision 
are available for review during normal 
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business hours at the following 

addresses: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Air Programs Branch, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60604 

Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources, Air Quality Divsion, State 
Secondary Government Complex, 
General Office Building, 7150 Harris 
Drive, Lansing, Michigan 48917 

Written Comments Should Be Sent To: 

Gary Gulezian, Chief, Regulatory 

Analysis Section, Air Programs Branch, 

Region V, U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency, 230 South Dearborn Street, 

Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Toni Lesser, Regulatory Analysis 

Section, Air Programs Branch, Region V, 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 

230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 

Illinois 60604 (312) 886-6037. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 

May 22, 1981, Federal Register (46 FR 

27923), EPA published a notice of final 

rulemaking on Michigan's Part D SIP 

revision for iron and steel sources in the 

Detroit primary total suspended 

particulates (TSP) nonattainment area. 

This final rule approved, conditionally 

approved, and disapproved various 

provisions in Michigan's SIP and 
conditionally approved the State's 
overall control strategy for the Detroit 
primary TSP nonattainment area. The 

State of Michigan has committed itself 

to satisfy all conditions promulgated in 

the May 22, 1981, notice by December 

31, 1982. 

GLS, a Division of National Steel, 
operates integrated iron and steel 
making facilities in Ecorse and Zug 
Island, River Rouge, Michigan. These 
plants are located in the Detroit TSP 
nonattainment area. 

The Ecorse facilities consist of: 
¢ Two basic oxygen process (BOP) 

shops 

¢ An electric are furnace (EAF) shop 

¢ Steel rolling facilities 
The Zug Island facilities consist of: 

¢ Three coke oven batteries 

¢ Four blast furnaces 

¢ A sinter plant and associated support 
facilities 

¢ Raw material storage and handling 
operations 
In order to bring these facilities into 

compliance with all applicable State and 

County air pollution control regulations, 

abatement programs were developed 

and incorporated into two consent 
judgments: “U.S. v. National Steel 

Corporation, Civil Action No. 79-73214, 

U.S. District Court, Eastern District of 

Michigan,” entered March 31, 1981, and 
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‘Wayne County Department of Health 
v. National Steel Corporation, Civil 
Actiom No. 71-187905-CE,. Wayne 
County Circuit Court,” originally entered 
October 2, 1972, with the latest revision 
entered September 8, 1978: In part, the 
abatement programs included in these: 
judgments require the company tw cease 
operation: of the: DAF shep and. to: install 
secondary particulate emissiom capture 
and control systems at the No..2.BOP 
shop and theblas furnace casthouse 
operations: Consent Judgement No. 71— 
187905—CE includes an industrial’ 
fugitive dust (ie., open dust)’ contro! 
program which the Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources 
(MDNR) has indicated. will fulfill the 
requirements of Michigan’ s: Rule: 
336:137T. EPA proposed: approval of this: 
rule as requiring reasonably available 
control technology (RACT) on June 29, 
1982 (47 FR 28112). 

In August, 1981, National Steel 
proposed.its AECP or “bubble,” to the 
Wayne Caunty Air Pollution Control 
Division. Under the AECP, GLS weuld 
pave and clean certain plant roadways 
beyond the RACT level of control’ 
reflected in. Michigan's SIP for TSP and 
control. the EAF shop to the New Source: 
Performance Standards (NSPS}' level. 
Greater than RACT-level control’ on the 
roadways and EAF shop would! be 
traded’ for less thar RACT-level' control 
atthe No, 2;BOP'shop and’ the blast 
furnace casthouses. 

On April’ 7, 1982, USEPA proposed an 
“Emissions Trading Policy Statement” 
(47 FR 15076). In that notice, EPA stated 
its intention to:use the principles of the 
proposed policy to-evaluate trading 
activities which become ripe for 
decision prior to the policy’s: final 
promulgation. The policy requires. the 
use of a RACT baseline to:determine the 
quantities of emissions ta be traded in a 
bubble in areas that do not have:a 
modeled demonstration. of attainment of 
the: TSP primary standard by. December 
31, 1982 (47 FR‘ 15080),.For the Detroit 
area,, MDNR did net demonsirate 
attainment.of the TSP national ambient 
air quality standards (NAAQS), through 
dispersion modeling, However, the 
approved Michigan TSP SIP for that 
area will include, when finalized, RACT- 
based requirements for industrial 
process fugitive and open dust 
emissions. The Emissions Trading Policy 
requires use of this.RACT baseline in 
reviewing and approving, bubbles for 
Michigan's primary TSP nonattainment 
- areas. In addition, the Emissions 
Trading Policy also requires that a’ 
demonstration of ambient “equivalence” 
be made prior to approval. 


At Region: V's: request, Wayne County: 
reviewed specific: portions of its.open 
dust control requirements.. Wayne 
County and the MDNR in June, 1982, 
obtained commitments from National 
Steel to pave additional road footage 
under a revised AECP in order to obtain 
reduced open dust emissions below the 
RACT baseline. 

On June 24, 1982, the State of 
Michigan submitted Consent Order No. 
16-1982 for.GLS, National Steel 
Corporation, as a revision to the 
Michigan SIP. On July 19) 19825 July 27, 
1982; and July 28; 1982, National! Steel! 
sent results of an air quality modeling 
analysis intended! to meet the 
requirements of an equivalency 
demonstration. for a “bubble.” 

Consent Order Na; 16-1982 for 
National Steel establishes alternative 
emission limitations: and contains: TSP 
emission limitation: changes: for the: 
following sources: 

(1) Electric Arc: Furnace Shop, 

(2) Roadways, 

(3) No. 2’ Basic: Oxygen Process: Shop, 
and . 

(4) Blast Furnaces A, B, C,. and: D (Zug 
Island). 

Specifically; additional central! will 
not be required for the blast furnace 
casthouses.. However,, National! Steel 
may operate only two of its: four 
casthouses at GLS at any time (except 
during the period! for startup of a 
replacement blast furnace, not to exceed’ 
two weeks). For the No. 2 BOP'shop, 
capture and cleaning of secondary 
emissions presently required! by the 
Federal Consent Judgment would. be 
replaced by changes: in operating 
practices: affecting hot metal charging. Im 
addition, the Na..1 BOP shop will close 
down. 

Increased emissions, over a RACT 
baseline: for the No. 2 BOP’ shop: and 
blast furnace casthouses will be more 
than offset by contrals: beyond RACT 
requirements: at the EAF Shop and from 
roadway open dust:sources:. That is, 
secondary emissions from the GLS EAF 
Shop will be:controlled to the level 
required by the NSPS. Currently, 
charging and tapping emissions are 
uncontrolled and the direct' shell 
evacuation system for melting and 
refining: has a low captune efficiency. In 
addition, 90 percent control will be 
achieved by paving and sweeping 1400 
feet of unpaved roads (sections of the 
Raw Materials Storage Road and. the 
No..5-Coke Battery Road); and 50)percent 
cantrol will be achieved. by vacuum 
sweeping 1200 feet.of the paved Zug 
Island Road. In developing the 
comparison of the emission levels. 
required by RACT and the AECP, U.S. 
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EPA. has. determined 50% control to 
represent the RACT baseline for 
unpaved. roads: at. this. plant. 

To calculate: uncontrolled. secondary 
emissions for changing and: tapping from. 
the Na. 2 BOF shop, the US; EPA used 
emissiom factors based: am an average of 
recent test date fhom two other BOF 
facilities. A control credit of 50% was 
given for charging based om operating 
practices: which would be: required 
under the AECP. Im addition a control 
credit of 67% was. given to reflect 
existing tapping controls: EPA solicits 
comments on. this calculation as: 
presented in more detail! in the 
associated Technical Support Document. 

In summary; the AECP provides over 
262 tons: per year greater emission 
reduction at the GLS plant than would 
be required by RACT for the sources 
covered by the AECP. 

EPA's proposed Emissions Trading 
Policy Statement requires that each 
“bubble” application make a 
demonstration. of ambient 
“equivalence.” Because. the: AECP will 
not. result in an. increase in applicable 
baseline emissions: and. the AECP 
emission levels. were not expected to 
significantly degrade: air quality in the 
area of highest.impact, only a4 screening 
modeling: analysis (including only. the 
specific sources involved. in the trade) 
was required. GLS provided an. air 
quality analysis (using the Industrial 
Source Complex—Long Term Model) 
whicl: shows: a. net air quality 
impravement due ta the AECP at the 
model receptor of highest impact. 

As: explained! im EPA's: Emission 
Trading Policy Statement, EPA will 
pursue a’ post approval! monitoring 
network with the state and local 
agencies which can be used toevaluate 
the impact of the AECPs. Monitoring 
data from additional sites, if determined 
to be-necessary, will supplement post 
approval data from existing monitoring 
sites. If the results of monitoring 
indicate that the AECP does not produce 
the predicted air quality impact, further 
enforceable emission reductions will be 
required. 

However, GLS’s modeling analysis 
did not.directly address the 24-hour 
averaging period. Consequently,,.EPA is 
requiring that'a short term ambient 
equivalence demonstration be 
performed which, per EPA’s Emission 
Trading Policy Statement, must show 
that the: AECP will not result in a 
significant air quality: impact (i.e. 10 
p.g./m%, 24hour average), The: modeling 
analysis is scheduled: to be completed 
during the public comment period for 
this proposed rulemaking. 
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There will be adequate opportunity 
for the public to review the results of the 
short-term modeling prior to EPA’s final 
rulemaking on the GLS AECP. Anyone 
who wishes to be notified of the 
availability of the short-term modeling 
analysis should call the contact person 
listed at the beginning of this notice. 

Based on results of the annual air 
quality analysis, EPA has preliminarily 
determined that the AECP will not 
interfere with measures in the Michigan 
TSP SIP which are designed to lead to 
attainment and maintenance of the 
annual TSP NAAQS in the Detroit 
primary nonattainment area. 

EPA believes that National Steel’s 
Consent Order No. 16-1982, which 
incorporates the “bubble” concept, is 
consistent with EPA’s proposed 
Emission Trading Policy Statement. EPA 
is proposing to approve National Steel's 
AECP since it should lead to a reduction 
in particulate levels and will not 
interfere will measures in the Michigan 
TSP SIP which will lead to attainment 
and maintenance of the TSP NAAQS in 
the Detroit primary TSP nonattainment 
area. EPA’s final action on this proposal 
will consider the results of the short 
term ambient equivalence 
demonstration and all public comments. 
The Consent Order requires all controls 
to be implemented by December 31, 
1982. EPA's rationale for approval, dated 
September 10, 1981, contains a further 
analysis of National Steel’s AECP and a 
description of the required short-term 
modeling procedures. EPA is providing a 
thirty-day comment period on this notice 
of proposed rule-making. Public 
comment received on or before January 
17, 1983, will be considered in EPA’s 
final rulemaking. When possible, 
comments should be submitted in 
triplicate. All comments will be 
available for inspection during normal 
business hours at the Region V office 
listed at the beginning of this notice. 
Please call the contact person listed at 
the beginning of this notice, before 
visiting the Region V office. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the 
Administrator has certified that SIP 
approvals do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. (See 46 FR 
8709) 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 


Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations. 


(Sec. 110 of the Clean Air Act, as amended) 
Dated: September 16, 1982. 

Valdas Adamkus, 

Regional Administrator. 

(FR Doc. 82-34298 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


40 CFR Part 123 
[W-2-FRL 2269-5] 


New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection; 
Underground Injection Control; 
Primacy Application 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of public comment 
period and of public hearing. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 
to announce that: (1) The Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) has received a 
complete application from the New 
Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection requesting approval of its 
Underground Injection Control Program; 
(2) the application is available for 
inspection and copying; (3) public 
comments are requested; and (4) a 
public hearing will be held. 

This notice is required by the Safe 
Drinking Water Act as a part of the 
response to the States complying with 
the statutory requirement that there be 
an Underground Injection Control 
program in designated States. 

The proposed comment period and 
public hearing will provide EPA the 
breadth of information and public 
opinion necessary either to approve, 
disapprove, or approve in part and 
disapprove in part the application from 
the New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection to regulate 
Classes I, Il, Ill, IV, and V injection 
wells, 

DATES: Requests to present oral 
testimony should be filed by January 10, 
1983. A public hearing will be held 
January 19, 1983, at 10:00 a.m. and will 
continue until the end of testimony. 
Written comments must be received by 
February 2, 1983. EPA reserves the right 
to cancel the hearing should there be no 
significant public interest. Those 
informing EPA of their intention to 
testify will be notified of the 
cancellation. 

ADDRESSES: Comments and requests to 
testify may be mailed to Leon Lazarus, 
Water Supply Branch, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region II, 26 Federal 
Plaza, New York, New York 10278. 
Copies of the application and pertinent 
material are available at the following 
locations: 
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Environmental Protection Agency, 
Water Supply Branch, Room 824, 26 
Federal Plaza, New York, New York 
10278, (212) 264-1800 

New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection, Division of 
Water Resources, Bureau of Ground 
Water Management, 1474 Prospect 
Street, Trenton, New Jersey 08625, 
(609) 292-5262. 

The hearing will be held in the 

Archives Room, first floor State Library, 

185 West State Street, Trenton, New 


~ Jersey. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peter Acker, Water Supply Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region II, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, 
New York 10278, (212) 264-3279. 
Comments should also be sent to this 
address. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
application from the New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection 
is for the regulation of all injection wells 
in the State. The main goal of the New 
Jersey program is to protect 
underground sources of drinking water. 
To this end the State program includes 
elements for permitting, inspection, 
monitoring and enforcement of 
underground injection control activities. 
Twenty-five Class V wells that are used 
for gas storage will be permitted. The 
remaining one thousand two hundred 
and twenty-four Class V wells that have 
been identified will be authorized by 
rule. The State regulations are being 
changed to allow for both authorization 
by permit and rule. All permitted wells 
must demonstrate mechanical integrity 
at least once every five years. New 
Jersey is not proposing to exempt any 
aquifer at this time. 

This application includes a 
description of the State Underground 
Injection Control program, copies of all 
applicable regulations and forms, a 
statement of legal authority, and the 
memorandum of agreement between the 
new Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection and the 
Region II office of the Environmental 
Protection Agency. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 123 


Hazardous materials, Indians-lands, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Waste treatment and 
disposal, Water pollution control, Water 
supply, Intergovernmental relations, 
Penalties, Confidential business 
information. 
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Dated: December 9, 1982. 
Frederic A. Eidsness, Jr., 
Assistant Administrator for Water 
{FR Doc. 82-34299 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Office of Hearings and Appeals 
43 CFR Part 4 


Department Hearings and Appeals 
Procedures 


AGENCY: Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Interior. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of proposed rules. 


summary: This Office had proposed 
revisions to certain of its procedural 
regulations governing administrative 
hearings and appeals within the 
Department of the Interior. Further 
consideration of the proposed changes 
has resulted in the conclusion that they 
are unnecessary and should be 
withdrawn. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 16, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
F. Christopher Bockmon (703) 235-3750. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
27, 1980 (45 FR 35351), this Office 
proposed revisions to 43 CFR Part 4, 
Subpart A. The minor changes proposed 
to these regulations have been 
determined to be unnecessary and are 
being withdrawn. For a document 
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withdrawing proposed revisions to 43 
CFR Part 4, Subpart I (published at 45 
FR 35351, May 27, 1980), see 47 FR 27087, 
June 23, 1982, and for a document 
removing 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart H 
(proposed at 45 FR 35351, May 27, 1980), 
see 47 FR 42574, September 28, 1982. 


Dated: December 9, 1982. 
John N. Stafford, 
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 


PART 4—DEPARTMENT HEARINGS 
AND APPEALS PROCEDURES 


The revisions to 43 CFR Part 4, 
Subpart A, proposed on May 27, 1980 (45 
FR 35351), are withdrawn. 

[FR Doc. 82-34177 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-10-M 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


Proposed Determination of Marketing 
Quotas for the 1983-84 Marketing Year 
for Fire-Cured (Types 22-23), and Dark 
Air-Cured (Types 35-36), Tobaccos 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed 
Determinations. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary of Agriculture 
is required by the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, to 
determine and announce by February 1, 
1983, the amounts of the national 
marketing quotas for fire-cured (types 
22-23) and dark air-cured tobacco for 
the 1983-84 marketing year. In addition, 
the Secretary is required to conduct 
referenda to determine whether 
producers prefer marketing quotas on an 
acreage basis or a poundage basis. The 
public is invited to submit written 
comments, views and recommendations 
concerning the determination of the 
national marketing quotas for such 
kinds of tobacco, the referenda to be 
held, and other related matters. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before January 17, 1983 in order to be 
assured of consideration. ° 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to the 
Director, Analysis Division, ASCS, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, P.O. Box 
2415, Washington, D.C. 20013. All 
written submissions made pursuant to 
the notice will be made available for 
public inspection from 8:15 a.m. to 4:45 
p.m. Monday through Friday, in room 
3741-South Building, 14th and 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert L. Tarczy, Economist, Analysis 
Division, ASCS, Room 3736 South 
Building, P.O. 2415, Washington, D.C. 


20013, (202) 447-5187. The Preliminary 
Regulatory Impact Analysis describing 
the options considered in developing 
this notice and the impact of 
implementing each option is available 
on request from Robert L. Tarczy. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice has been reviewed in conformity 
with Executive Order 12291 and 
Secretary's Memorandum 1512-1 and 
has been classified as “not major.” It 
has been determined that the 
implementation of these determinations 
will not result in: (1) An annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; (2) 
major increases in costs for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State and 
local government agencies or geographic 
regions; or (3) significant adverse effects 
on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of the United States based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program that this notice 
applies to are: Titlk—Commodity Loan 
and Purchases, Number—10.051, as set 
forth in the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to the notice since the 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service (ASCS) is not 
required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any provision 
of law to publish a notice of proposed 
rulemaking with respect to the subject 
matter of this notice. 

Since the national marketing quotas 
for dark air-cured tobacco and fire- 
cured tobacco are required by statute to 
be proclaimed by February 1, 1983, 
comments with respect to this notice of 
proposed determination must be 
received not later than 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register in order to be assured of 
consideration. 

The Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended by the No Net Cost 
Tobacco Program Act of 1982 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Act’’), 
requires that with respect to fire-cured 
(types 22-23) and dark air-cured (types 
35-36) tobacco, the Secretary of 
Agriculture must, by February 1, 1983, 
proclaim national marketing quotas for 
such kinds of tobacco for the three 
marketing years beginning October 1, 
1983, and determine and announce the 
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amount of the marketing quota for such 
kinds of tobacco for the marketing year 
beginning October 1, 1983. In addition, 
the Secretary is required to conduct 
within 30 days after the announcement 
of such national marketing quotas, a 
referendum of producers engaged in the 
1982 production of each of such kinds of 
tobacco to determine whether they favor 
farm marketing quotas on a poundage 
basis for the three marketing years 
beginning October 1, 1983, instead of 
quotas on an acreage basis for the two 
marketing years beginning October 1, 
1983. If 50 percent or more of the 
producers voting in such referenda 
approve marketing quotas on a 
poundage basis, such quotas will be in 
effect for the three marketing years 
beginning October 1, 1983. If poundage 
quotas are not approved by at least 50 
percent of the producers voting in such 
referenda, quotas on an acreage basis 
will be in effect for the two marketing 
years beginning October 1, 1983. 

If marketing quotas on an acreage 
basis are in effect for any such kind of 
tobacco, and a referendum to determine 
whether producers favor marketing 
quotas on a poundage basis has not 
been held for at least three marketing 
years and if the Secretary, after 
conducting public hearings, determines 
that producers and other interested 
persons favor marketing quotas on a 
poundage basis for such kind of tobacco, 
the Secretary shall, at the time of the 
next announcement of the amount of the 
national marketing quota, announce 
national marketing quotas for the next 
three succeeding marketing years. 
Within 30 days of such proclamation, 
the Secretary will conduct a referendum 
to determine whether producers favor 
marketing quotas on a poundage basis 
for the next three succeeding marketing 
years. If more than 50 percent of the 
producers voting in such referendum 
approve marketing quotas on a 
poundage basis, such quotas shall be in 
effect for the next three succeeding 
marketing years and the marketing 
quotas on an acreage basis shall cease 
to be in effect at the beginning of such 
three-year period. If marketing quotas 
on a poundage basis are not approved 
by more than 50 percent of the 
producers voting in the referendum, then 
marketing quotas on an acreage basis 
will continue. 

If marketing quotas on a poundage 
basis are in effect for any such kind of 
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tobacco for three consecutive marketing 
years, the Secretary shall determine and 
announce, not later than February 1 
preceding the second and third 
marketing years, the amount of the 
national marketing quota for such kind 
of tobacco for each of such years. If 
marketing quotas on a poundage basis 
have been in effect for such kind of 
tobacco, the Secretary shall, not later 
than February 1 of the last of three 
consecutive marketing years for which 
such quotas are in effect for such kind of 
tobacco, proclaim a national marketing 
quota for such kind of tobacco for the 
next three succeeding marketing years. 
In addition, the Secretary shall conduct 
public hearings to determine whether 
producers favor national marketing 
quotas on an acreage basis or on a 
poundage basis and shall proclaim the 
quota on the basis he determines most 
producers of such kind of tobacco favor. 
Within 30 days of the proclamation, the 
Secretary shall conduct a referendum of 
producers engaged in the production of 
such kind of tobacco harvested 
immediately prior to the holding of the 
referendum to determine if such quotas 
are favored for the next three 
succeeding marketing years. If more 
than 50 percent of the producers voting 
in such referendum oppose the national 
marketing quotas, then the Secretary 
shall announce the results and no 
marketing quotas or price support will 
be in effect for such kind of tobacco and 
the national marketing quotas so 
proclaimed will not be in effect for the 
next three succeeding marketing years. 
If at least 50 percent of the producers 
voting in such referendum favor the 
national marketing quotas, such quotas 
will be in effect and price support will 
be available to eligible producers. 

Marketing quotas on an acreage or 
poundage basis, less any reserves, shall 
be apportioned among old farms. 
Reserves shall be apportioned for use in 
(1) Establishing acreage allotments or 
poundage quotas for new farms, and (2) 
making corrections and adjusting 
inequities in old farm allotments or 
poundage quotas. 

Quotas were previously proclaimed, 
marketing quota referenda conducted, 
and quotas approved by growers for 
fire-cured (types 22-23) and dark air- 
cured (types 35-36) tobacco for the 
1982-83, 1983-84, and 1984-85 marketing 
years (47 FR 20167). Producers of such 
kinds of tobacco will be entitled to 
participate in the tobacco price support 
program. 

Section 301(b)(15) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1301(b)(15)) defines “tobacco” as each 
one of the kinds of tobacco listed below 
comprising the types specified as 


classified in Service and Regulatory 
Announcement Number 118 (7 CFR Part 
30) of the former Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics of the Department: 


Flue-cured tobacco, comprising types 11, 
12, 13 & 14; 

Fire-cured tobacco, comprising type 21; 

Fire-cured tobacco, comprising types 22, 23, 
& 24; 

Dark air-cured tobacco, comprising types 
35 & 36; 

Virginia sun-cured tobacco, comprising 
type 37; 

Burley tobacco, comprising type 31; 

Maryland tobacco, comprising type 32; 

Cigar-filler and cigar-binder tobacco, 
comprising types 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 51, 52, 53, 
54 & 55; and 

Cigar-filler tobacco, comprising type 41. 


Section 301(b)(15) of the Act also 
provides that any one or more of the 
types comprising any such kind of 
tobacco shall be treated as a “kind of 
tobacco” for the purposes of the Acct if 
the Secretary finds that there is a 
difference in supply and demand 
conditions among such types of tobacco 
which results in a difference in the 
adjustments needed in the marketings 
thereof in order to maintain supplies in 
line with demand. Pursuant to this 
authority, the Secretary has issued a 
determination (15 FR 8214) that type 46 
tobacco shall be treated as a separate 
kind of tobacco for purposes of 
marketing quotas and price support. 
Also pursuantto such authority, the 
Secretary has issued a determination (22 
FR 367) that beginning with the 1957-58 
marketing year, cigar-binder (types 51- 
52) shall be treated as a separate kind of 
tobacco for purposes of marketing 
quotas and price support. Type 45 
tobacco is no longer grown. No further 
action under this section is 
contemplated at this time. 

Since producers have a choice 
between marketing quotas on an 
acreage basis or a poundage basis, and 
because acreage allotment 
determinations differ slightly from 
poundage quota determinations, both 
methods of determinations are 
discussed below. : 


Acreage Determinaticn 


Section 312(b) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1312(b)) provides that the Secretary 
shall determine and announce, not later 
than the first day of February 1983, with 
respect to kinds of tobacco other than 
flue-cured tobacco, the amount of the 
national marketing quota which will be 
in effect for the 1983-84 marketing vear 
in terms of the total quantity of tobacco 
which may be marketed which will 
make available during such marketing 
year a supply of each kind of tobacco 
equal to the reserve supply level. 


Section 312(b) provides further that the 
amount of the 1983-84 national 
marketing quota so announced may, not 
later than March 1, 1983, be increased 
by not more than 20 percent if the 
Secretary determines that such increase 
is necessary in order to meet market 
demands or to avoid undue restrictions 
of marketings in adjusting the total 
supply to the reserve supply level. 
Section 313(g) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1313(g)) authorizes the Secretary to 
convert the national marketing quota 
into a national acreage allotment by 
dividing the national marketing quota by 
the national average yield for the five 
years immediately preceding the year in 
which the national marketing quota is 
proclaimed and to apportion through 
local committees the national acreage 
allotment to tobaco producing farms 
(less a reserve not to exceed 1 percent 
thereof for new farms and for making 
corrections and adjusting inequities in 
old farm allotments) among old farms. 


Poundage Determination 


Section 319(c) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1314e(c)) defines “national marketing 
quota” for various kinds of tobacco 
including fire-cured (types 22-23) and 
dark air-cured (types 35-36) for a 
marketing year as the amount of that 
kind of tobacco produced in the United 
States which the Secretary estimates 
will be used domestically and will be 
exported during the marketing year, 
adjusted upward or downward in such 
amount as the Secretary, in his 
discretion, determines is desirable for 
the purpose of maintaining an adequate 
supply or for effecting an orderly 
reduction of supplies to the reserve 
supply level. The maximum downward 
adjustment is 5 percent of estimated 
domestic use and exports. 

For the 1983-84 marketing year, total 
use for fire-cured (types 22-23) and dark 
air-cured (types 35-36) tobaccos is 
estimated to be 34 million pounds and 16 
million pounds, respectively. 


National Average Yield Goal 


The Act provides that when a 
marketing quota program for these kinds 
of tobacco is first established under 
section 319(c), such farm yields 
determined with respect to fire-cured 
(types 22-23) and dark air-cured (types 
35-36) tobaccos shall be adjusted 
proportionately so that the weighted 
average of the farm yield is equal to the 
national average yield goal of each 
respective tobacco. 

Since different methods are used to 
determine marketing restrictions and 
different determinations are made with 
respect to marketing quotas on an 
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acreage basis or on a poundage basis, 
the amount of such quotas would 
normally be different. However, in order 
to avoid influencing the outcome of the 
referenda with regard to an election by 
producers between marketing quotas on 
an acreage or poundage basis, the 
national average yield goal will be used 
to adjust yields with respect to the 
marketing quotas on a poundage basis 
so that the amount of tobacco which 
could be marketed without penalty 
under either an acreage or poundage 
basis would be similar. Such 
calculations do not take into 
consideration the 10 percent which 
could be marketed under a poundage 
basis and which would otherwise be 
excluded from the succeeding year’s 
quota. 

Section 319(e) of the Act (7 U.S.C. 
1314e(e)) provides, in part, that each 
farm marketing quota shall be 
determined by miltiplying the previous 
year's farm marketing quota by a 
national factor. The national factor is 
obtained by dividing the national 
marketing quota determined under 
subsection 319(c) (7 U.S.C. 1314e(c)) 
(less the national reserve) by the sum of 
the farm marketing quotas for the 
immediately preceding year for all farms 
for which tobacco marketing quotas will 
be determined for such succeeding 
marketing year: Provided, that such 
national factor shall not be less than 95 
percent. 

A national reserve of 65 acres has 
been established for fire-cured (types 
22-23) tobacco for the 1982-83 marketing 
year. A national reserve of 40 acres has 
been established for dark air-cured 
(types 35-36) tobacco for the 1982-83 
marketing year (47 FR 5916). It is 
proposed that a national reserve be 
established for the 1983-84 markeiing 
year. 

Section 301(b)(14)(B) of the Act 
defines “reserve supply level” as the 
normal supply, plus 5 percent thereof, to 
insure a supply adequate to meet 
domestic consumption and export needs 
in years of drought, flood, or.other 
adverse conditions, as well as in years 
of plenty. The term “normal supply” is 
defined in section 301({b)(10)(B) of the 
Act as a normal year’s domestic 
consumption and exports, plus 175 
percent of a normal year’s domestic 
consumption and 65 percent of a normal 
year's exports as an allowance for a 
normal year's carryover. A “normal 
year’s domestic consumption” is defined 
in section 301(b)(11)(B) of the Act as the 
yearly average quantity of such 
tobaccos that was produced and 
consumed in the United States during 
the 10 marketing years immediately 


preceding the marketing year in which 
such consumption is determined (1982- 
83), adjusted for current trends in such 
consumption. 

A “normal year’s exports” is defined 
in section 301(b)(12) of the Act as the 
yearly average quantity produced in and 
exported from the United States during 
the 10 marketing years immediately 
preceding the marketing year in which 
such exports are determined (1982-83), 
adjusted for current trends in such 
exports. 

Section 301(b)(16)(B) of the Act 
defines “total supply” as the carryover 
at the beginning of the marketing year 
(October 1) plus the estimated 
production in the United States during 
the calendar year in which the 
marketing year begins. The total supply 
for fire-cured (types 22-23) tobacco for 
the 1982-83 marketing year is 103.5 
million pounds, based on 1982 
marketings of 41.0 million pounds and 
carryover stocks of 62.5 million pounds. 
The total supply for dark air-cured 
(types 35-36) tobacco for the 1982-83 
marketing year is 55.7 million pounds, 
based on 1982 marketings of 17.8 million 
pounds and carryover stocks of 37.9 
million pounds. 


Proposed Determinations 


Accordingly, the Secretary proposes 
to make the following determinations for 
fire-cured (types 22-23) and dark air- 
cured {types 35-36) tobaccos for the 
1983-84 marketing year: 

1. With respect to fire-cured (types 22- 
23) tobacco. 

a. A national marketing quota on a 
poundage basis within the range of 38 to 
48 million pounds, and a national 
acreage allotment within the range of 
21,000 to 27,000 acres; 

b. A reserve supply level within the 
range of 80 million to 105 million 
pounds; 

c. A national reserve within the range 
of 50,000 to 150,000 pounds and 25 to 100 
acres. 

2. With respect to dark air-cured 
(types 35-36) tobacco. 

a. A national marketing quota on a 
poundage basis within the range of 18 to 
22 million pounds and a national 
acreage allotment within the range 9,600 
to 12,000 acres; 

b. A reserve supply level within the 
range of 40 million to 55 million pounds. 

c. A national reserve within the range 
of 50,000 to 100,000 pounds and 25 to 50 
acres. 

The Secretary of Agriculture also 
proposes to announce the dates or 
periods of the referenda on the type of 
marketing restrictions for these tobaccos 
and whether the referenda should be 
conducted at polling places rather than 
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by mail ballot as prescribed in 7 CFR 
Part 717. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on December 
15, 1982. 
Everett Rank, 
Administrator, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. 
{FR Doc. 82-34399 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


Forest Service 


Saimon National Forest; Idaho, Lemhi, 
and Valiey Counties, idaho; Revised 
Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
Proposed Forest Land and Resource 
Management Pian 


A Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Salmon National Forest Land Resource 
Management Plan was published in the 
Federal Register, Volume 45, No. 198, 
Thursday, October 9, 1980 which was 
later amended as published in the 
Federal Register, Volume 46, No. 91 
Tuesday, May 12, 1981 and Volume 47, 
No. 42, Wednesday, March 3, 1982. 

The estimated dates for filing the 
Draft and Final Environmental Impact 
Statements with the Environmental 
Protection Agency and release to the 
public have been further postponed. The 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
is now expected in August 1983, and the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement 
is proposed for release in March 1984. 

All other conditions of the original 
Notice of Intent remain the same. 


Dated: December 7, 1982. 
George H. Robinson, 
Regional Forester. 
(FR Doc. 82-33997 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M 


Rural Electrification Administration 


Oglethorpe Power Corp.; 
Environmental Impact 


AGENCY: Rural Electrification 
Administration, USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of finding of no 
significant impact. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the Rural Electrification Administration 
(REA) pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the 
Council on Environmental quality 
guidelines (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and 
REA's Bulletin 20—-21:320-21, 
Environmental Policies and Procedures, 
has made a Finding of No Significant 
Impact with respect to proposed 
financing assistance to Oglethorpe 
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Power Corporation (OPC) of Atlanta, 
Georgia, for construction of a 230/25 kV 
substation at Deshong and 3.75 miles of 
230 kV transmission line from this 
substation to Snellville, all in Ginnett 
County, Georgia. 

FOR INFORMATION CONTACT: REA's 
Finding of No Significant Impact and 
Environmental Assessment (EA) along 
with OPC’s Borrower's Environmental 
Report (BER) and other related material 
can be reviewed in or requested from 
the Office of the Director, Southeast 
Area-Electric, Room 0268, South 
Agriculture Building, REA, Washington, 
D.C. 20250, telephone (202) 382-8437, or 
the offices of OPC, (Mr. F. F. Stacy, Jr., 
Manager) 2888 Woodcock Boulevard, 
Tuland Building, Atlanta, Georgia 30348, 
telephone (404) 455-1121. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: REA 
reviewed the BER submitted by OPC 
and determined that it represents an 
accurate evaluation of the 
environmental impacts of the proposed 
project. 

REA has determined that the 
proposed project will have no affect on 
cultural resources or threatened or 
endangered species and no significant 
adverse affect to prime farmland, 
floodplains or wetlands. A small portion 
of the transmission right-of-way crosses 
prime farmland which is now in 
woodland use. In addition, the right-of- 
way crosses approximately 1.1 km (.68 
mi) of the floodplains and 0.06 km {0.035 
mi) of wetlands. To the extent 
practicable these areas will be spanned. 
Most impacts will be restricted to the 
construction phase of the project and, 
overall, the construction and operation 
will have no unacceptable impacts to 
the environment. 

A number of alternatives were 
considered, including no action, 
conservation, and various transmission 
line routes and substation sites. REA 
finds that the proposed alternative is 
acceptable since it meets the needs of 
consumer members with a minimum of 
adverse impact. 

Based upon the BER and other related 
data, REA prepared an EA and Finding 
of No Significant Impact concerning the 
proposed construction. It is REA's view 
that the proposed financing assistance 
will not be a major Federal action that 
will affect significantly the quality of the 
human environment. ¢ 

In accordance with REA’s Bulletin 20- 
21:320-21, dated January 21, 1980, OPC 
advertised the availability of the BER in 
the Gwinnett Daily News and the 
Atlanta Journal. Comments were 
solicited and the public was given 30 
days to reply. No comments were 
received. 


This program is listed in the Catalog of 
Federal Domestic assistance as 10.850—Rural 
Electrification Loans and Loan Guarantees. 


Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Jack Van Mark, 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-34121 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-15-M 


Soil Conservation Service 


Pt. Mugu Outlet, Revolon Watershed, 
Calif; Environmental Statement 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of intent 
to prepare an environmental impact 
statement. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) 


of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (40 
CFR Part 1500); and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
Part 650); the Soil Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement will not be prepared for the 
Pt. Mugu Outlet, Revolon Watershed, 
Ventura County, California. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eugene Andreuccetti, State 
Conservationist, Soil Conservation 
Service, 2828 Chiles Road, Davis, 
California 95616, telephone (916) 758- 
2200. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
preliminary environmental assessment 
of this federally assisted action had 
indicated that the project may cause 
significant local, regional, or national 
impacts on the environment. Therefore, 
a Notice of Intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement was 
published in the Federal Register on 
April 17, 1981. However, later studies 
have indicated that project purposes can 
be served without causing adverse 
damages to the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Eugene Andreuccetti, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement is not 
needed for this project. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention Program. Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-95 
regarding State and local clearinghouse 
review of Federal and federally assisted 
programs and projects is applicable) 
Eugene, E. Andreuccetti, 

State Conservationist: 

[FR Doc. 82-34201 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 
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North Concordia Watershed, La.; 
Deauthorize Federai Funding 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to deauthorize 
federal funding. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act, 
Pub. L. 83-566, and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
622), and the Soil Conservation Service 
gives notice of intent to deauthorize 
Federal funding for the North Concordia 
Watershed project, Concordia and 
Catahoula Parishes, Louisiana. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Harry S. Rucker, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, 3737 
Government Street, Alexandria, 
Louisiana 71301, telephone (318) 473- 
7751. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
determination has been made by Harry 
S. Rucker that the proposed works of 
improvement for the North Concordia 
Watershed project will not be installed. 
The sponsoring organizations have 
concurred in this determination and 
agree that Federal funding should be 
deauthorized for the project. Information 
regarding this determination may be 
obtained from Harry S. Rucker, State 
Conservationist, at the above address 
and telephone number. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposed 
deauthorization will be taken until 60 
days after the date of this publication in 
the Federal Register. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention. Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A-95 regarding State and 
local clearinghouse review of Federal and 
federally assisted programs and projects is 
applicable) 

Harry S. Rucker, 

State Conservationist. 

[FR Doc. 82-33994 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Sandy Creek Watershed, Tex.; 
Deauthorize Federal Funding 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of intent to deauthorize 
federal funding. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act, 
Pub. L. 83-566, and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
622), the Soil Conservation Service gives 
notice of the intent to deauthorize 
Federal funding for the Sandy Creek 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention. Office of Management 
and Budget Circular A-95 regarding State and 
local clearing house review of Federal and 
federally assisted programs and projects is 
applicable) 

Dated: December 3, 1982. 
Carl B. Fountain, 
Deputy State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 82-33951 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Watershed project will not be installed. 
The sponsoring local organizations have 
concurred in this determination and 
agree that Federal funding should be 
deauthorized for the project. Information 
regarding this determination may be 
obtained from George C. Marks, State 
Conservationist, at the above address 
and telephone number. No 
administrative action on implementation 
of the proposed deauthorization will be 
taken until 60 days after the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register. 


Watershed project, Jasper County, 
Texas. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
George C. Marks, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, W. R. Poage 
Federal Building, 101 South Main, 
Temple, Texas 76503, telephone 817/ 
774-1214. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
determination has been made by George 
C. Marks that the proposed works of 
improvement for the Sandy Creek 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity and Foreign Air Carrier Permits Filed under Subpart Q 
of the Board’s Procedural Regulations; Week Ended December 10, 1982 


Subpart Q Applications 


The due date for answers conforming application, or motions to modify scope are set forth below for each application. 
Following the answer period the board may process the application by expedited procedures. Such procedures may consist of 
the adoption of a show-cause order, a tentative order, or in appropriate cases final order without further proceedings (See, 14 


CFR 302.1701 et seq.). 








Description 


Western Air Lines, inc., P.O. Box 92005, World Way Postal Center Los Angeles, California 90009. Application of Western Air Lines, inc. pursuant to Section 
401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations requests an amendment of its certificate of public convenience and necessity for Route 
52 authorizing it to engage in foreign air transportation with respect to persons, property and mail: 

Between the terminal point Los Angeles, California, the intermediate point Salt Lake City, Utah, and the coterminal points Calgary and Edmonton, Alberia, 
Canada. 

Western requests it be authorized to integrate this new authority with its other Canada authority on Route 52 subject, of course, to such route authority 
integration being consistent with applicable loca! regulations and bilateral agreements. Conforming Applications, Motions to Modify Scope, and Answers may 
be filed by January 3, 1983. 

Western Air Lines, inc., P.O. Box 92005, World Way Postal Center Los Angeles, California 90009. Application of Western Air Lines, Inc. pursuant to Section 
401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations requests for an amendment of its certificate of public convenience and necessity for 
Route 52 authorizing it to engage in foreign air transportation with respect to persons, property and mail: 

Between the terminal point San Francisco, California, the intermediate point Salt Lake City, Utah, and the coterminai points Toronto, Ontario and Montreal, 
Quebec, Canada 

Western requests it be authorized to integrate this new authority with its other Canada authority on Route 52 subject of course, to such route authority 
integration being consistent with applicable loca! regulations and bilateral agreements. Conforming Applications, Motions to Modify Scope, and Answers may 
be filed by January 3, 1982. 

Guy-America Airways, inc. c/o Michael Goldman, Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard and McPherson, Suite 1100, 1660 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
Application of Guy-America Airways, inc. pursuant to Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations requests issuance of an 
amended certificate of public convenience and necessity for Route 290 authorizing it to engage in foreign air transportation of persons, property and mail 
between all points in the United States and points in Costa Rico as follows: 

“4. Between a point on points in the United States (except Miami, Fla, and New Orleans, La.) and a point or points in Costa Rica.” 

Conforming Applications, Motions to Modify Scope, and Answers may be filed by January 3, 1983 

Global! International Airways Corp., c/o James M. Burger, Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge, 1800 M Street, N.W., Suite 900 South, Washington, D.C. 20036 
Application of Global international Airways Corp. pursuant to Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations requests authority 
to provide scheduled foreign air transportation of persons, property, and mail as follow: 

Between Los Angeles, California and Toronto/Montreal, Ontario. 
Between San Francisco, California and Toronto/Montreal, Ontario. 
Between Honolulu, Hawaii and Vancouver, Canada 

Conforming Applications, Motions, to Modify Scope, and Answers may be filed by January 5,1983. 

Ceskoslovenske Aerolinie, c/o Allan |, Mendelsohn, Ward & Mendelsohn, 1725 Eye Street, N.W., Suite 310, Washington, D.C. 20006. Application of 
Ceskosliovenske Aerolinie pursuant to Section 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations applies for the amendment and/or 
renewal of its Foreign Air Carrier Permit so as to permit it to continue its on-going operations in scheduled foreign air transportation between the United 
States of America and the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. Answers may be filed by January 7, 1983 

Jet USA Airlines, Inc., c/o Edwin O. Bailey, Kirkland & Ellis, 1776 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006. Second Amendment to Applications of Jet USA 
Airlines, Inc. containing additional information to be considered in the record of this proceeding. Answer may be filed by January 6, 1982 


Dec. 6, 1982 


Dec. 6, 1982 


Dec. 8, 1982.......... 





Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 62-34301 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


Orders Concerning Subsidy and Mail 
Rates 


Order 82-12-28, December 1982, 
Docket 40817, proposing subsidy rates 
for Alaskan Airlines, Inc. for the 
provision of essential air service at 


Cordova, Yakutat, Petersburg, Wrangler, 
Gustavus, Bosewell Bay, Cape 
Yakataga, Chisana, Chitina, Gulkana, 
lay Bay, May Creck and McCarthy 
Alaska. 

Order 82-12-29, December 9, 1982, 
Dockets 40807 and 35351, proposing 
subsidy rates for Wien Air Alaska, Inc. 


for the provision of essential air service 
at 36 Alaskan Bush points. 

Order 82-12-33, December 9, 1982, 
proposes new intra-Hawaii final service 
mail rates for the first half of calendar 
year 1983, 

Order 82-12-34, December 9, 1982, 
Docket 37294, proposes new final 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Notices 


domestic service mail rates for the first 
half of calendar year 1983. 

Order 82-12-35, December 9, 1982, 
Docket 37392, proposes new final 
international service mail rates for the 
first half of calendar year 1983. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Concerning Orders 82-12-34 and 35, 
James E. Gardner, Bureau of 
International Aviation, (202) 673-5391, 
and for orders 82-12-28 and 29, James 
M. Craun, Bureau of Domestic Aviation, 
(202) 673-5428. 

Copies of the orders are available 
from the C.A.B. Distribution Section, 
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. Persons 
outside the Washington metropolitan 
area may send a postcard request. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board: December 
9, 1982. 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-34300 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01- 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
[Docket No. 23-82; Foreign-Trade Zone 50] 


Long Beach, California; Application for 
Subzone at Toyota Truck Cargo Body 
Plant, Long Beach 


The period for comments on the above 

case involving a special-purpose 
‘subzone for the truck cargo body 
manufacturing plant of Toyota in Long 
Beach, California (47 FR 44128, October 
6, 1982) is extended until February 4, 
1983. 

Further general comments are invited 
until January 5, 1983. Because there has 
been no public hearing on the proposal, 
interested parties may include questions 
involving nonproprietary information, 
which after review by the FTZ Staff 
might be posed to the applicant. 

The period after January 5 and until 
February 4 shall be used only for 
rebuttal comments. Answers to any 
questions asked of the applicant will be 
expected by January 25. The answers 
will be available for inspection together 
with other record material. 

Submissions shall include 5 copies. 
The material submitted will be available 
to the public at the: Office of the 
Executive Secretary, Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Room 1872, 14th and 
Pennsylvania, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20230. 


Dated: December 13, 1982. 
John J. Da Ponte, Jr., 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-34309 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


international Trade Administration 


Certain Stainless Steel Products From 
the United Kingdom; Postponement of 
Countervailing Duty Preliminary 
Determinations 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Postponement of Countervailing 
Duty Preliminary Determinations. 


SUMMARY: The countervailing duty 
preliminary determinations involving 
certain stainless steel products (see 
Appendix A) from the United Kingdom 
are being postponed as the 
investigations have been determined to 
be extraordinarily complicated. We 
intend to issue the countervailing duty 
preliminary determinations not later 
than February 4, 1983. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Vincent P. Kane, Office of 
Investigations, Import Administration, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230, telephone (202) 377-5414. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 2, 1982, we announced our 
initiation of countervailing duty 
investigations to determine whether 
producers, manufacturers, or exporters 
of certain stainless steel products from 
the United Kingdom receive any benefits 
from the government of the United 
Kingdom or the European Community, 
as appropriate, that constitute subsidies 
(47 FR 49692). The notice stated that we 
would issue preliminary determinations 
by December 31, 1982. 

As detailed in the notice of initiation 
of the countervailing duty investigations, 
the petition alleges that the government 
of the United Kingdom and the 
European Community provide various 
programs which constitute subsidies to 
producers, manufacturers, or exporters 
of certain stainless steel products. The 
alleged subsidy practices are numerous 
amd raise complex issues. These cases 
are further complicated because of the 
need to determine the extent to which 
particular subsidies are used by 
individual manufacturers, producers, or 
exporters. We have determined that the 
government of the United Kingdom and 
the other parties concerned are 
cooperating and that additional time is 
necessary to make the countervailing 
duty preliminary determinations. For 
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these reasons we determine that these 
cases are extraordinarily complicated in 
accordance with section 703(c)(1)(B) of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (“the 
Act"), and we intend to issue 
countervailing duty preliminary 
determinations not later than February 
4, 1983. 


This notice is published pursuant to section 
703(c)(2) of the Act. 
Dated: December 10, 1982. 


Leonard M. Shambon, 
Director, Office of Compliance. 


Appendix A—Description of Products 


For purposes of these investigations: 

(1) The term “stainless steel sheet, and 
strip” covers hot or cold-rolled stainless steel! 
sheet or strip products, excluding hot or cold- 
rolled stainless steel strip not over 0.01 inch 
in thickness, as currently provided for in 
items 607.7610, 607.9010, 607.9020, 608.4300, 
and 608.5700 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States Annotated (TSUSA). 

Hot-rolled stainless steel sheet covers hot- 
rolled stainless steel sheet whether or not 
corrugated or crimped and whether or not 
pickled; not cold-rolled; not cut, not pressed 
and not stamped to non-rectangular shape; 
not coated or plated with metal; and under 
0.1875 inch in thickness and over 12 inches in 
width. 

Hot-rolled stainless steel strip is a flat- 
rolled stainless steel product, whether or not 
corrugated or crimped, and whether or not 
pickled; not cold-rolled; not cut, not pressed, 
and not stamped to non-rectangular shape; 
and under 0.1875 inch in thickness and not 
over 12 inches in width. Hot-rolled stainless 
steel strip, including razor blade strip, not 
over 0.01 inch in thickness is not included. 

Cold-rolled stainless steel sheet covers 
cold-rolled stainless steel sheet products 
whether or not corrugated or crimped and 
whether or not pickled; not cut, not pressed 
and not stamped to non-rectangular shape; 
not coated or plated with metal; and under 
0.1875 inch in thickness and over 12 inches in 
width. 

Cold-rolled stainless steel strip is a flat- 
rolled stainless steel product, whether or not 
corrugated or crimped, and whether or not 
pickled; not cut, not pressed, and not 
stamped to non-rectangular shape; and under 
0.1875 inch in thickness and over 0.50 inch 
but not over 12 inches in width. Cold-rolled 
stainless steel strip, including razor blade 
strip, not over 0.01 inch in thickness is not 
included. 

2) The term “stainless steel plate” covers 
stainless steel plate products as provided for 
in items 607.7605 and 607.9005 of the TSUSA. 
Stainless steel plate is a flat-rolled product, 
whether or not corrugated or crimped, in coils 
or cut to length, 0.1875 inches or more in 
thickness and over 8 inches in width or if 
cold-rolled over 12 inches in width. 

[FR Doc. 82-34318 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 





Preliminary Affirmative Countervailing 
Duty Determination: Frozen 
Concentrated Orange Juice From 
Brazil 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Preliminary Affirmative 


Countervailing Duty Determination.- 


SUMMARY: We preliminarily determine 
that certain benefits which constitute 
subsidies within the meaning of the 
countervailing duty law are being 
provided to manufacturers, producers, 
or exporters in Brazil of frozen 
concentrated orange juice. The 
estimated net subsidy is 2.655 percent 
ad valorem. Therefore, we are directing 
the U.S. Customs Service to suspend 
liquidation of all entries of frozen 
concentrated orange juice from Brazil 
which are entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption, and to 
require a cash deposit or bond on these 
products in the amount equal to the 
estimated net subsidy. 

If this investigation proceeds 
normally, we will make our final 
determination by February 24, 1983. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Francis R. Crowe, Office of 
Investigations, Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20230, telephone: (202) 
377-3003. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Preliminary Determination 

Based upon our investigation, we 
preliminarily determine that there is 
reason to believe or suspect that certain 
benefits which constitute subsidies 
within the meaning of section 701 of the 
Tariff Act, of 1930, as amended (the 
Act), are being provided to 
manufacturers, Producers, or exporters 
in Brazil of frozen concentrated orange 
juice. For purposes of this investigations, 
the following programs are preliminarily 
found to confer subsidies: 

* Preferential working capital 
financing for exports. 

* Income tax exemption for export 
earnings. 

We estimate the net subsidy to be 
2.655 percent ad valorem. 


Case History 


On July 14, 1982, we received a 
petition from Florida Citrus Mutual, filed 
on behalf of the U.S. growers of oranges 
for processing into frozen concentrated 
oranges juice. The petition alleged that 
certain benefits which constitute 


subsidies within the meaning of section 
701 of the Act are being provided, 
directly or indirectly, to the 
manufacturers, producers, or exporters 
in Brazil of frozen concentrated orange 
juice. 

We found the petition to contain 
sufficient grounds upon which to initiate 
a countervailing duty investigation, and 
on August 2, 1982, we initiated a 
countervailing duty investigation (47 FR 
37172). We stated that we expected to 
issue a preliminary determination by 
October 7, 1982. We subsequently 
determined that the investigation is 
“extraordinarily complicated,” as 
defined in section 703(c) of the Act, and 
postponed our preliminary 
determination for 65 days until 
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 45896). 

Since Brazil is a “country under the 
Agreement” within the meaning of 
section.701(b) of the Act, an injury 
determination is required for this 
investigation. Therefore, we notified the 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
(ITC) of our initiation. On September 9, 
1982, the ITC preliminarily determined 
that there is a reasonable indication that 
these imports are materially injuring, or 
threatening to materially injure, a U.S. 
industry (47 FR 39740). 

We presented a questionnaire 
concerning the allegations to the 
government of Brazil in Washington, 
D.C. On December 1, 1982, we received 
the response to that questionnaire. 


Scope of the Investigation 


The product covered by this 
investigation is frozen concentrated 
orange juice as provided for in item 
165.3500 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States Annotated. This amends 
the product description contained in the 
notice of initiation which stated that the 
product under investigation was 
“oranges used for production into frozen 
concentrated orange juice.” The tariff 
classification was correct in that notice. 

There are nine known producers and 
exporters in Brazil of frozen 
concentrated orange juice to the United 
States. We have received information 
from the government regarding three of 
these companies, Cargill Industrial Ltda. 
(CARGILL), Citrosuco Paulista S.A. 
(CITROSUCO) and Sucocitrico Cutrale 
S.A. (CUTRALE), which represented 
over 85 percent of exports of this 
product to the United States during a 
recent, representative period—calendar 
year 1981. The period for which we are 
measuring subsidization is the most 
recently completed fiscal year for each 
company. CARGILL operates on a fiscal 
year which runs from March 1 to 
February 28. The fiscal years for 
CITROSUCO and CUTRALE run from 
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May 1 to April 30. Therefore, the period 
for which we are measuring 
subsidization for CARGILL is March 1, 
1981 to February 28, 1982; for 
CITROSUCO and CUTRALE the period 
is May 1, 1981 to April 30, 1982. This 
period corresponds to the 1981 fiscal 
year for all three companies. 


Analysis of Programs 


In its response, the government of 
Brazil provided data for the applicable 
periods. Based upon our analysis to date 
of the petition and the response to our 
questionnaire, we preliminarily 
determine the following. 


I. Programs Preliminarily Determined To 
Confer Subsidies 


We preliminarily determine that 
subsidies are being provided to 
manufacturers, producers, or exporters 
in Brazil of frozen concentrated orange 
juice under the following programs. 

A. Preferential working capital 
financing for exports: Resolution 674. 
Under this program, companies are 
declared eligible to receive working 
capital loans by the Department of 
Foreign Commerce of the Banco Central 
do Brasil (CACEX). These loans may 
have a duration of up to one year. Firms 
in the frozen concentrated orange juice 
industry can obtain this financing at 
preferential rates for up to 12 percent of 
the net f.0.b. value of the previous year's 
exports. The maximum dollar eligibility 
under this program is established by 
CACEX and is stated on the 
“Certificado de Habilitacao” isgued to 
recipients. We preliminarily determine 
that such financing is an export subsidy. 

The net export value is calculated by 
taking numerous deductions from the 
export value of the merchandise, 
including agent commissions, 
contractual penalties or refunds, exports 
denominated in cruzeiros, imported 
imputs over 20 percent of the export 
value, and a deduction for the 
company’s trade deficit as a percentage 
of the value of its exports. 

To determine the value of loans in 
existence under this program during the 
1981 fiscal year, we prorated any loans 
that straddled other fiscal years. For 
loans taken out in fiscal year 1980, only 
that portion extending into fiscal year 
1981 was included in our calculation. 
Any fiscal year 1981 loans extending 
into fiscal year 1982 were similarly 
adjusted. We then divided the total 
value of these loans by the total value of 
exports of the three companies under 
investigation to calculate the amount of 
preferential financing they received. 

As in previous Brazilian 
countervailing duty cases, we are using 
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the rate established by the Banco do 
Brasil for discounting sales of accounts 
receivable as the commercial rate for 
the acquisition of short-term working 
capital. We have used this comparison 
because information provided by the 
government of Brazil indicates that, 
within the Brazilian financial system, 
working capital is normaily raised 
through the sale of accounts receivable. 
Currently, the annual rate for 
discounting sales of accounts receivable 
is 59.6 percent plus a 6.9 percent tax on 
financial transactions (IOF). 

The interest rate on loan under 
Resolution 674 is 40 percent, with 
interest payable semiannually and the 
principal fully payable on the due date 
of the loan. The effective rate of interest 
for these loans is 44 percent. These 
loans are also exempt from the IOF. 
Therefore, the differential between these 
two types of financing is 22.5 percent. 
When multiplying this differential by the 
amounty of preferential financing 
received as a percent of exports, we 
calculated an ad valorem export subsidy 
of 1.527 percent. 

B. Income tax exemption for export 
earnings. Exporters of frozen 
concentrated orange juice are eligible to 
participate in this program, under which 
the percentage of their profit 
attributable to export revenue is exempt 
from income tax. To arrive at this 
percentage, export revenue is divided by 
total revenue. The amount of profit 
exempt from the income tax is then 
multiplied by the 35 percent corporate 
income tax rate to determine the amount 
of the benefit. 

In a program of this kind, benefits 
cannot be determined with finality until 
the books are closed sometime in the 
following year. Therefore, we must look 
at fiscal year 1980 income tax returns to 
determine if any benefit was received in 
fiscal year 1981. All three companies 
received benefits under this program in 
fiscal year 1981. By dividing the benefit 
received by the value of exports of the 
companies under investigation, we 
calculated an ad valorem export subsidy 
of 1.128 percent. 


Il. Programs Preliminarily Determined 
Not To Confer Subsidies 


We preliminarily determine subsidies 
are not being provided to manufacturers, 
producers, or exporters in Brazil of 
frozen concentrated orange juice under 
the following programs: 

A. Exemption from State value-added 
tax (ICM). The State value-added tax 
(ICM) is applicable only to domestic 
sales of frozen concentrated orange 
juice. Export transactions are exempt 
from such taxation. The exemption of 
indirect taxes on exported goods does 


not constitute a countervailable benefit 
under either section 303 or section 701 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended. 

B. Exemption from Federal 
industrialized products tax (IPI). The 
Federal IPI value-added tax is 
applicable only to domestic sales of 
frozen concentrated orange juice. Export 
transactions are exempt from such 
taxation. The exemption of indirect 
taxes on exported goods does not 
constitute a countervailable benefit 
under either section 303 or section 701 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended. 


III. Program Preliminarily Determined 
Not To Be Used 


We preliminarily determine that the 
following program was not used by the 
manufacturers, producers, or exporters 
in Brazil of frozen concentrated orange 
juice. 

A. Federal industrialized products tax 
(IPI) export credit premium. The IPI 
export credit premium program was 
suspended on December 7, 1979. When 
the IPI export credit premium was 
reinstated on April 1, 1981, the orange- 
concentrate industry was specifically 
excluded from receiving the benefits of 
this program (Ministry of Finance 
Ordinance No. 78). 


Program Preliminarily Determined To Be 
No Longer in Existence 


We preliminarily determine that the 
following program is no longer in 
existence. 

A. State value-added tax (ICM) export 
credit premium. This program, which 
provided Brazilian companies an 
overrebate of a state value-added tax on 
goods destined for export, was 
eliminated by Convention 01-79, 
published January 12, 1979. 


Verification 


In accordance with section 776(a) of 
the Act, we will verify data used in 
making our final determination. 


Suspension of Liquidation 


In accordance with section 703(d) of 
the Act, we are directing the U.S. 
Customs Service to suspend liquidation 
of all entries of frozen concentrated 
orange juice from Brazil which are 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption, on or after the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register and to require a cash deposit or 
bond for each such entry of this 
merchandise in the amount of 2.655 
percent ad valorem. This suspension 
will remain in effect until further notice. 


ITC Notification 


In accordance with section 703(f) of 
the Act, we will notify the ITC of our 
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determination. In addition, we are 
making available to the [TC all 
nonprivileged and nonconfidential 
information relating to this 
investigation. We will allow the ITC 
access to all privileged and confidential 
information in our files, provided the 
ITC confirms that it will not disclose 
such information, either publicly or 
under an administrative protective 
order, without the written consent of the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 


Public Comment 


In accordance with section 355.35 of 
the Commerce Department Regulations, 
if requested, we will hold a public 
hearing to afford interested parties an 
opportunity to comment on this 
preliminary determination at 10:00 a.m. 
on January 20, 1983, at the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 3080, 
14th Street and Constitution Avenue, 
NW, Washington, D.C. 20230. 
Individuals who wish to participate in 
the hearing must submit a request to the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration, Room 30998, at the 
above address within ten days of this 
notice’s publication. 

Requests should contain: (1) The 
party's name, address, and telephone 
number; (2) the number of participants; 
(3) the reason for attending; and (4) a list 
of the issues to be discussed. In 
addition, prehearing briefs in at least ten 
copies must be submitted to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary by January 13, 1983. 
Oral presentations will be limited to 
issues raised in the briefs. All written 
views should be filed in accordance 
with 19 CFR 355.34, within thirty days of 
this notice’s publication, at the above 
address and in at least ten copies. 

Dated: December 13, 1982. 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-34306 Filed 12-16-82; &:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Preliminary Determination of Sales at 
Less Than Fair Value; Certain Stainiess 
Steel Sheet and Strip Products From 
the Federal Republic of Germany 


AGENCY: [nternational Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of Preliminary 
Determination of Sales at Less than Fair 
value: Certain Stainless Steel Sheet and 
Strip Products from the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 


sumMARY: We have preliminarily 
determined that certain stainless steel 
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sheet and strip products from the 
Federal Republic of Germany (FRG) are 
being sold, or are likely to be sold, in the 
United States at less than fair value. 
Therefore, we have notified the U.S. 
International Trade Commission (ITC) 
of our determination, and we have 
directed the U.S. Customs Service to 
suspend liquidation of all entries of the 
subject merchandise which are entered, 
or withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption, on or after the date of 
publication of this notice and to require 
a cash deposit or bond for each such 
entry in an amount equal to the 
estimated dumping margins as described 
in the “Suspension of Liquidation” 
section of this notice. 

If this investigation proceeds 
normally, we will make a final 
determination within 75 days of the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary S. Clapp, Office of Investigations, 
Import Administration, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230; telephone (202) 377-2438. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Preliminary Determination 


As provided in section 733 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act), 
we have preliminarily determined that 
there is a reasonable basis to believe or 
suspect that certain stainless steel sheet 
and strip products from the FRG are 
being sold, or are likely to be sold, in the 
United States at less than fair value. 

The estimated margins for individual 
products investigated are given in the 
“Suspension of Liquidation” section of 
this notice. 

The estimated margins for Thyssen 
AG (Thyssen), Krupp Stahl AG (Krupp) 
and Vereinigte Deutsche Metallwerke 
AG (VDM) are based on the best 
information available as explained in 
the section of this notice which 
describes our fair value comparisons. 
These margins could change 
substantially in the final determination 
if verifiable information is furnished in a 
timely fashion. 

If this investigation proceeds 
normally, we will make a final 
determination within 75 days of the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 


Register. 
Case History 

On April 26, 1982, we received a 
petition filed by counsel on behalf of 


eleven U.S. specialty steel producers 
and on behalf of the United 


Steelworkers of America. In compliance 
with the filing requirements of § 353.36 
of the Commerce Regulations (19 CFR 
353.36), the petition alleged that imports 
from the Federal Republic of Germany 
of certain stainless steel sheet and strip 
products are being, or are likely to be, 


sold in the United States at less than fair ’ 


value within the meaning of section 731 
of the Act and that these imports are 
materially injuring, or are threatening to 
materially injure, a U.S. industry. 

After reviewing the petition, we 
determined it contained sufficient 
grounds to initiate an antidumping 
investigation. We notified the ITC of our 
action and initiated such investigation 
on May 17, 1982 (47 FR 22132). On June 
10, 1982, the ITC found that there is a 
reasonable indication imports of 
stainless steel sheet and strip products 
are materially injuring, or are 
threatening to materially injure, a U.S. 
industry. We determined this case to be 
“extraordinarily complicated”, as 
defined in section 733(c) of the Act. 
Therefore, we extended the period for 
making a preliminary determination by 
50 days until November 22, 1982 (47 FR 
41800). 

Questionnaires were presented to 
Krupp and Thyssen on June 3, 1982. 
Their responses were received on 
August 9, 1982 and August 13, 1982. 
VDM requested a questionnaire on June 
25, 1982 and submitted its response on 
August 13, 1982. Our review of the 
responses revealed numerous 
deficiencies and we requested 
additional information and non- 
confidential summaries which were 
submitted in part on various dates from 
October 4 through November 18, 1982. 
Some deficiencies have not been 
corrected. The deficiencies and 
submission of additional information are 
described in detail in the “Supplemental 
Information Required” section of this 
notice. 


Scope of Investigation 


The certain stainless steel sheet and 
strip products covered by this 
investigation are: 

* Hot-rolled stainless steel sheet 
* Hot-rolled stainless steel strip 
* Cold-rolled stainless steel sheet 
* Cold-rolled stainless steel strip. 


For a further description of these 
products see the appendix appearing 
with this notice. 

Since Krupp, Thyssen and VDM 
manufacture and export virtually all of 
the certain stainless steel sheet and strip 
products exported from the FRG to the 
United States, we limited our 
investigation to them. 
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This investigation covers the period 
from July 1 to December 31, 1981, for 
purchase price sales and from October 
1, 1981 to March 31, 1982, for exporter's 
sales price transactions. 


Fair Value Comparison 


To determine whether sales of the 
subject merchandise in the United 
States were made at less than fair value, 
we used the best information available 
as required by section 776(b) of the Act 
to make fair value comparisons. We 
used the best information available for 
each manufacturer because adequate 
responses were not submitted in time to 
allow analysis of the information and/or 
the respondents failed to provide 
adequate non-confidential summaries of 
confidential information or permission 
for release under administrative 
protective order (APO). A full discussion 
of the reasons for using the best 
information available is contained in the 
“Supplemental Information Requested” 
section of this notice. The best 
information available for purposes of 
this preliminary determination was the 
information on fair value margins, based 
on alleged selling prices in the United 
States and the FRG, contained in the 
petition. We used the simple average of 
the margins contained in the petition. 


Supplemental Information Requested 


Section 776(b) of the Act states that 
whenever any party refuses or is unable 
to produce information requested, the 
Commerce Department may use the best 
information otherwise available for 
determining the existence of sales at 
less than fair value. We did so with 
respect to the following companies for 
purposes of this preliminary 
determination for the reasons indicated 
below: 

1. Thyssen. Thyssen submitted a 
response to our questionnaire on August 
9, 1982. Our review of that response 
revealed numerous deficiencies. By 
letter dated September 21, 1982, we 
requested additional information, 
concerning a large portion of Thyssen's 
home market sales, extensive further 
information on various aspects of the 
data on home market and U.S. sales in 
its response, and a non-confidential 
summary or permission for release 
under an APO of its confidential sales 
data. The letter stated that failure to 
provide data and summaries by October 
1, 1982, would require us to use the best 
information otherwise available, . 
according to section 776(b) of the Act. 

Some additional information was filed 
on October 5 and 18, 1982. The 
additional essential sales information 
and a non-confidential summary, 
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however, were filed only on November 
3, 1982, The summary was incomplete. 
Thyssen gave permission for release of 
its confidential! price data only on 
November 15, 1982. At this time we have 
not determined whether the additional 
sales data are adequate. The 
information is currently being reviewed. 

In addition, on August 9, 1982, 
Thyssen submitted computer tapes with 
overlapping data bases. A new tape was 
submitted only on November 12, 1982. 
We found further deficiencies in the 
data contained on that computer tape. 
These deficiencies related to a 
substantial number of home market 
sales which were deleted from the tape. 
We requested a further tape which was 
submitted only on November 18, 1982, 
which did not allow sufficient time for 
our analysis prior to this preliminary 
determination. 

If the above information is not 
adequate, we will ask Thyssen once 
again to provide additional information 
before verification. If this information is 
not submitted by December 30, 1982, we 
will be unable to verify it. Where 
information is not furnished, or is 
furnished too late to verify, we may use 
the best information available for our 
final determination. The analysis and 
verification of Thyssen’s response could 
substantially change the sales at less 
than fair value margins calculated for 
our preliminary determination for 
Thyssen. 

2. Krupp. Krupp submitted a response 
to our questionnaire on August 9, 1982. 
Our review of that response revealed 
numerous deficiencies. By letter dated 
September 14, 1982, we requested that 
Krupp provide us with a non- 
confidential summary of its sales data 
and additional information on its home 
market and U.S. sales. The letter stated 
that failure to provide this information 
by October 1, 1982, would require us to 
use the best information otherwise 
available, according to section 776(b) of 
the Act. The additional information 
requested was submitted in usable form, 
in part on October 4, 1982, and in part 
on October 28, 1982, which did not allow 
sufficient time for proper analysis prior 
to this preliminary determination. This 
information is currently being reviewed 
for possible use for our final 
determination. 

The verification of Krupp’s response 
could subtantially change the sales at 
less than fair value margins calculated 
for our preliminary determination for 


Krupp. 

3. VDM. VDM submitted a partial 
response to our questionnaire on August 
13, 1982. Our review of the response 


revealed numerous deficiencies. By 
letter dated September 22, 1982, we 
requested that VDM provide us with 
additional sales data including 
exporter’s sales price information, and a 
non-confidential summary or permission 
to release confidential information 
under APO by October 1, 1982 (19 CFR 
353.28). The letter stated that failure to 
provide this information by October 1, 
1982, would require us to use the best 
information otherwise available, 
according to section 776(b) of the Act. 
The corrected information, including the 
original exporter’s sales price response, 
was furnished on October 28, 1982 and 
November 5, 1982. The non-confidential 
summary, however, was not submitted 
until November 8, 1982. Therefore, we 
have not had sufficient time to analyze 
the above information for purposes of 
this preliminary determination. We are 
currently reviewing this information. 

If the above information is not 
adequate, we will ask VDM once again 
to provide additional information before 
verification. If this information is not 
furnished by December 30, 1982, we will 
be unable to verify it. Where the 
information is not furnished, or 
furnished too late to verify, we may use 
best information available for our final 
determination. The analysis and 
verification of VDM's response could 
substantially change the sales at less 
than fair value margins calculated for 
our preliminary determination for VDM. 


Verification 


We will verify all data used in 
reaching the final determination in this 
investigation, as provided in section 
776(a) of the Act. 


Suspension of Liquidation 


In accordance with section 733(d) of 
the Act, we are directing the U.S 
Customs Service to suspend liquidation 
of all entries of stainless steel sheet and 
strip products. This suspension of 
liquidation applies to all merchandise 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption, on or after the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. the Customs Service shall 
require a cash deposit or the posting of a 
bond equal to the estimated margin 
amount by which the foreign market 
value of the merchandise subject to this 
investigation exceeds the United States 
price. The suspension of liquidation will 
remain in effect until further notice. The 
estimated antidumping duty margins are 
as follows: 


Hot-rolled stainless stee! sheet and strip 
Cold-rolied stainless steel sheet... 
Coid-rolled stainless steel strip oo... 


ITC Notification 


In accordance with section 733(f) of 
the Act, we will notify the ITC or our 
determination. In addition, we are 
making available to the ITC all non- 
privileged and non-confidential 
information relating to this 


- investigation. We will allow the ITC 


access to all privileged and confidential 
information in our files, provided the 
ITC confirms that it will not disclose 
such information, either publicly or 
under an administrative protective 
order, without the written consent of the 
Deputy Assistant Scretary for Import 
Administration. 


The ITC will determine whether these 
imports are materially injuring or 
threatening to materially injure a U.S. 
industry, before the latter of 120 days 
after the Department made its 
preliminary affirmative determination or 
45 days after the Department made its 
final affirmative determination. 


Public Comment 


In accordance with § 353.47 of the 
Commerce Department Regulations, if 
requested, we will hold a public hearing 
to afford interested parties an 
opportunity to comment on this 
preliminary determination at 10:00 a.m. 
on January 13, 1983, at the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room B841, 
14th Street and Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20230. 
Individuals who wish to participate in 
the hearing must submit a request to the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration, Room 3099B, at the 
above address within ten days of this 
notice’s publication. Requests should 
contain: (1) The party’s name, address, 
and telephone number; (2) the number of 
participants; (3) the reason for attending; 
and (4) a list of the issues to be 
discussed. In addition, prehearing briefs 
in at least ten copies must be submitted 
to the Deputy Assistant Secretary by 
January 6, 1983. Oral presentations will 
be limited to issues raised in the briefs. 
All written views should be filed in 
accordance with 19 CFR 353.46, within 
thirty days of this notice’s publication, 
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at the above address and in at least ten 
copies. 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

December 14, 1982. 


Appendix—Product Description: Certain 
Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip Products 


For the purpose of this investigation, the 
term “certain stainless steel sheet and strip 
products” covers hot or cold-rolled stainless 
steel sheet or strip, excluding hot or cold- 
rolled stainless steel strip not over 0.01 inch 
in thickness, as currently provided for in 
items 607.7610, 607.9010, 607.9020, 608.4300, 
and 608.5700 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States Annotated. 

Hot-rolled stainless stee] sheet covers hot- 
rolled stainless steel sheet products whether 
or not corrugated or crimped and whether or 
not pickled; not cold-rolled; not cut, not 
pressed, and not stamped to non-rectangular 
shape; and under 0.1875 inch in thickness and 
over 12 inches in width. 

Hot-rolled stainless steel strip is a flat- 
rolled stainless steel product whether or not 
corrugated or crimped and whether or not 
pickled; not cold-rolled; not cut, not pressed, 
and not stamped to non-rectangular shape; 
and under 0.1875 inch in thickness and not 
over 12 inches in width. Hot-rolled stainless 
steel strip, including razor blade strip, not 
over 0.01 inch in thickness is not included. 

Cold-rolled stainless steel sheet covers 
cold-rolled stainless steel sheet products 
whether or not corrugated or crimped and 
whether or not pickled; not cut, not pressed, 
and not stamped to non-rectangular shape; 
not coated or plated with metal; and under 
0.1875 inch in thickness and over 12 inches in, 
width. 

Cold-rolled stainless strip is flat-rolled 
stainless steel strip product whether or not 
corrugated or crimped and whether or not 
pickled; not cut, not pressed, and not 
stamped to non-rectangular shape; under 
0.1875 inch in thickness and over 0.50 inch in 
width but not over 12 inches in width. Cold- 
rolled stainless steel strip, including razor 
blade strip, not over 0.01 inch in thickness is 
not included in this investigation. 


(FR Doc. 82-34334 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Railcars From Canada; Amendments 
to Notice of Preliminary Affirmative 
Countervailing Duty Determination 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of Amendment to Notice 
of Preliminary Affirmative 
Countervailing Duty Determination. 


summary: On November 22, 1982, the 
Department of Commerce signed the 
preliminary countervailing duty 
determination on railcars from Canada. 
Since the publication of that notice 
the information in the public comment 
section has changed. The public hearing 


was scheduled for 10:00 a.m. on January 
3, 1983 at the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Room 3080, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. The prehearing briefs were 
due to be submitted to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary ty December 27, 
1982. 

The hearing for railcars from Canada 
is now scheduled for 10:00 a.m. on 
January 6, 1983 at the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Room 6802, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. The prehearing briefs are 
due to be submitted to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary by December 30, 
1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael J. Altier, Office of 
Investigations, Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230, telephone (202) 377-1276. 


December 14, 1982. 


Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-34319 Filed 12-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Wool From Argentina; Postponement 
of Preliminary Countervailing Duty 
Determination 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Postponement of Preliminary 
Countervailing Duty Determination. 


SUMMARY: The preliminary 
countervailing duty determination 
involving wool from Argentina is being 
postponed as the investigation has been 
determined to be extraordinarily 
complicated. We intend to issue the 
preliminary determination not later than 
January 14, 1983. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 17, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
G. Leon McNeill, Office of 
Investigations, Import Administration, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th & 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20230, telephone (202) 377-1273. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 18, 1982, we initiated a 
countervailing duty investigation to 
determine whether producers, 
manufacturers or exporters of wool from 
Argentina receive any benefits that 
constitute bounties or grants (47 FR 
46349). The notice stated that we would 
issue a preliminary determination by 
December 15, 1982. 

The product covered by this 
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investigation is wool, finer than 44s, not 
on the skin, from Argentina. The 
imported merchandise is currently 
provided for in items 306.3132, 306.3152, 
306.3172, 306.3253, 306.3273, 306.3334, 
306.3354, and 306.3374 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA). 

As detailed in the notice of initiation 
of the countervailing duty investigation, 
the petition alleges that the government 
of Argentina provides various programs 
which constitute bounties or grants to 
producers, manufacturers, or exporters 
of wool. The alleged subsidy practices 
are numerous and raise complex issues. 
Moreover, it is difficult to determine the 
extent of utilization of the programs by 
the manufacturers, producers or 
exporters. We have determined that the 
government of Argentina and the other 
parties concerned are cooperating and 
that additional time is necessary to 
make the preliminary countervailing 
duty determination. For these reasons 
we determine that this case is 
extraordinarily complicated in 
accordance with section 703(c)(1)(B)({i) 
and that additional time is necessary to 
make the preliminary determination in 
accordance with section 703(c)(1)(B)(ii) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 
(“the Act’). We intend to issue the 
preliminary determination not later than 
January 14, 1983, 


This notice is published pursuant to section 
703(c)(2) of the Act. 

Dated: December 13, 1982. 
Gary N. Horlick, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-34317 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


University of California; Decision for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article: 
Correction 


In FR Doc, 82-32833 appearing at page 
54134 in the Federal Register of 
December 1, 1982, Docket Number 82- 
00122 is corrected to include complete 
description of instrument. Notice should 
read Instrument: Echovar Pulsed 
Doppler Instrument, Type U4 with 
Accessories. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 
Richard M. Seppa, 

Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff. 

[FR Doc. 82-34307 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 
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University of Arizona et al.; 
Applications for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Instruments 


The following are notices of the 
receipt of applications for duty-free 
entry of scientific instruments published 
pursuant to Section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued pursuant thereto (15 
CFR Part 301 as amended by 47 FR 
32517). 

Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the 
purposes for which the instrument is 
intended to be used is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Comments must be filed in 
accordance with sections 301.5{a)(3) and 
(4) of the regulations. They are to be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Statutory Import Programs Staff, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, within 20 calendar days after 
the date on which this notice of 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. 

A copy of each application is on file in 
the Department of Commerce, and may 
be examined between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday, Room 
2097, 14th and Constitution Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 83-41. Applicant: 
University of Arizona, College of 
Medicine, Department of Physiology, 
Arizona Health Sciences Center, 
Tucson, AZ 85724. Instrument: Puller, 
Glass Micro-Electrode, Model PD-5 and 
Micro Forge with Stereo Microscope, 
Model MF-79. Manufacturer: Narishige 
Scientific Products, Japan. Intended use 
of instrument: The instrument is 
intended to be used for the investigation 
of the single-channel properties of the 
acetylocholine receptor of nerve or 
muscle cell in culture. The experiment 
will consist of filling the glass micro- 
electrode, after pulling by the puller and 
shaping with microforge, with a dilute 
solution of acetylcholine. The electrode 
is then placed on a nerve or muscle cell 
surface. The electrode is connected to a 
special custom-built circuit and the 
single channel receptor properties are 
then electronically monitored. In 
addition, the instrument will be used to 
teach medical/graduate students 
principles of cell and organ functions. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 8, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-45. Applicant: National 
Hansen's Disease Center, Carville, LA 
70721. Instrument: Electron Microscope, 
Model EM 410. Manufacturer: Philips 


Electronic Instruments, The 
Netherlands. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used 
for leprosy research. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
November 8, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-55. Applicant: Texas A 
& M University, Department of 
Chemistry, College Station, TX 77843. 
Instrument: High Resolution Mass 
Spectrometer, MS-50. Manufacturer: 
Kratos Scientific Instruments, United 
Kingdom. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used 
by a large number of faculty members 
for research projects. These research 
projects include: 


(1) High resolution mass spectrometry of 
biologically important molecules. 

(2) Mass spectrometry studies of 
organometallics. 

(3) Autoxidation of cobalt dioxygen 
complexes. 

(4) Reaction pathways in polynuclear metal 
carbonyls. 

(5) Stereoselective synthesis of 
polyfunctional Amines. 

(6) Synthetic and biosynthetic studies of B- 
Lactam antibiotics. 

(7) Applications of high resolution mass 
spectroscopy. (Chemical characterization of 
Texas Lignites and characterization of 
organoarsenic and orgnoselenium compounds 
in nature). 


The instrument will also be used as an 
educational tool in a number of graduate 
and undergraduate laboratory classes 
including Chemistry 691, Chemistry 685, 
Chemistry 617, Chemistry 491. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 9, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-57. Applicant: 
University of Rochester, School of 
Medicine, Box 605, Strong Memorial 
Hospital, 601 Elmwood Avenue, 
Rochester, NY 14642. Instrument: EM 
Micro-Dosage Focusing System. 
Manufacturer: Carl Zeiss, West 
Germany. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is an accessory to an 
existing microscope that is intended to 
be used as an aid in the study of the 
ultrastructure of antigen-antibody 
complexes. The instrument will allow 
critical focusing without concommitant 
specimen degradation, thereby 
improving the ultrastructural 
characterization of the antigen-antibody 
complexes. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 9, 
1982. 

Docket No. 83-64. Applicant: St. 
Mary’s Medical Center, 3700 
Washington Avenue, Evansville, IN 
47750. Instrument: #7809 Ill Gamma 
Med III Afterloading Irradiation Device 
for Interstitial Therapy and 2 #7809 SC 
Source Containers. Manufacturer: 
Isotopen Technik, GmbH, West 


Germany. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used 
for research and clinical objectives in 
the treatment of human cancer. The 
objectives of this research effort will be 
to optimize the irradiation delivery 
technique and dose distribution for the 
treatment of malignant tumors. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 9, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-66. Applicant: 
University of Southern California, 
Department of Electrical Engineering, 
Mail Code 0484, University Park, Los 
Angeles, CA 90089. Instrument: Excimer 
Laser, EMG 50E with Extended Gas 
Lifetime Option Complete with Optics. 
Manufacturer: Lambda Physik, West 
Germany. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used to 
photolytically prepare small polyatomic 
free radicals in low lying excited states. 
These species will then be monitored 
via their IR emissions using a sensitive 
InSb detector, thereby enabling the 
measurement of their removal rates in 
the environments of concern. These rate 
coefficient measurements are one of the 
experimental methods which will be 
used in determining the mechanistic 
metals of the kinetic processes of 
concern. The instrument will be used by 
two graduate students working toward 
the Ph.D degree. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 9, 
1982. 

Docket No. 83-67. Applicant: SRI 
International, 333 Ravenswood Avenue, 
Menlo Park, CA 94025. Instrument: 
Excimer Pumped Dye Laser FL 2002 
complete with Accessories. 
Manufacturer: Lambda Physik 
Incorporated, West Germany. Intended 
use of instrument: The instrument is 
intended to be used for studies of 
variable wavelength photolysis of 
stratospherically important molecules at 
low pressures. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
19, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-69. Applicant: 
University of Wisconsin-Madison, 1115 
Engineering Research Building, 1500 
Johnson Drive, Madison, WI 53706. 
Instrument: Electron Microscope, Model - 
HB501. Manufacturer: VG Microscopes, 
United Kingdom. Intented use of 
instrument: The instrument is intended 
to be used for the following research 
areas: 

(1) Metallurgical, physical, 
superconducting, and potential industrial 
applications of Nb-Ti and other alloys. 

(2) Radiation damage—candidate alloys for 
possible fusion reactor applications include 
stainless steels and other complex high- 
temperature alloys which swell as a result of 
irradiation. 
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(3) Interaction of platinum and iridium with 
graphite in hydrogen and criteria for stable 
nickel particle size under methanation 
conditions. 


Substantial use of the new microscope 
will be made by faculty in polymer 
science, physical metallurgy, and 
surface science. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
18, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-70. Applicant: North 
Carolina State University, P.O. Box 5935, 
Raleigh, NC 27650. Instrument: Electron 
Microscope, Model H-800 and 
Accessories. Manufacturer: Hitachi, 
Japan. Intended use of instrument: The 
instrument is intended to be used to 
study microstructure and chemical 
composition of crystalline materials, 
interfaces and inclusions in a variety of 
metals, ceramics and electronic 
materials. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
18, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-73. Applicant: Maine 
Department of Environmental 
Protection, State House, #17, Augusta, 
ME 04333. Instrument: Two Man- 
Variable Depth Non-Earth Contact 
Resistivity Meter, Model EM 34-3. 
Manufacturer: Geonics Limited, Canada. 
Intended use of instrument: The 
instrument is intended to be used for 
hydrogeologic investigations which will 
include a mapping program to delineate 
high yield sand and gravel aquifers in 
the state, and emergency spill 
responses, when a quick assessment of 
the direction of contaminant flow within 
the ground water system is needed. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 9, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-75. Applicant: 
University of California at Los Angeles, 
Laboratory of Biomedical & 
Environmental Sciences, 900 Veteran 
Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90024. 
Instrument: Medical Cyclotron, Orbit 
Pert Cyclotron System, Model 270. 
Manufacturer: ANAC, Limited, New 
Zealand. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used to 
produce short-lived radio-active 
isotopes for basic and clinical research 
in Nuclear medicine. The principal raw 
products will be carbon-11, nitrogen-13, 
oxygen-15, and fluorine-18. These 
radioisotopes can be incorporated into 
chemical compounds. When these 
compounds are administered to a human 
they distribute to various organs and 
tissues. Their specific locations and 
movements can be determined with 
positron-emission tomographic 
techniques. Abnormal distributions and 
movements indicate locations and 
nature of pathologic conditions and 
thereby support diagnosis of disease 
states. The basic objective is to develop 


the smallest, most economical system 
for rapid, reliable production of 
compounds labeled with short-lived 
positron-emitting radionuclides for 
medical research and clincial diagnostic 
applications. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
19, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-83. Applicant: 
University of California, Lawrence 
Livermore National Laboratory, P.O. 
Box 5012, Livermore, CA 94550. 
Instrument: Camera, X-Ray, Ultra-Fast 
Streak, Model IMACON 500/X-Ray with 
Accessories. Manufacturer: John 
Hadland, Limited, United Kingdom. 
Intended use of instrument: The 
instrument is intended to be used for 
studies of such gases as neon, fluorine 
and kryptron to demonstrate lasing at 
higher energies then ever before 
achieved. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
19, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-84. Applicant: 
University of Utah, Department of 
Materials Science & Engineering, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84112. Instrument: 
Electron Microscope, Model JEM-200CX 
with Accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL 
Limited, Japan. Intended use of 
instrument: The instrument is intended 
to be used by approximately 25 
academic and research faculty (as well 
as their associated post-doctoral and 
graduate students) primary from the 
Materials Science and Engineering 
Department and faculty in the 
Departments of Mechanical and 
Industrial Engineering, Civil 
Engineering, Bioengineering, Electrical 
Engineering, Chemical Engineering, 
Metallurgical Engineering, Mining 
Engineering, and Chemistry while 
conducting various research projects. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 24, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-86. Applicant: 
University of Florida, J. Hillis Miller 
Health Center, Division of Urology, Box 
J-247, Room No. N2-11, Gainesville, FL 
32610. Instrument: Rotating Prism. 
Manufacturer: Rank Brothers, United 
Kingdom. Intended use of instrument: 
The instruments are components to 
electrophoresis apparatus which will be 
used to study the electrophoretic 
behavior of calcium oxalate (mono and 
di-hydrate) in the presence of chemical 
inhibitors to calcium oxalate nucleation 
and growth as a means of understanding 
urinary stone disease. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
November 9, 1982. 

Docket No. 82-00147R. Applicant: 
Children’s Hospital of Los Angeles, 4650 
Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 
90007. Instrument: 6 MeV Linear 
Accelerator, G280F and Accessories. 
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Application is a resubmission, notice of 
which was published in the Federal 
Register of May 14, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-68. Applicant: 
University of California at Davis, School 
of Medicine, Department of Human 
Anatomy, Davis, CA 95616. Instrument: 
Electron Microscope, Model EM 410 and 
Accessories. Manufacturer: N.V. Philips, 
Gloeilampenfabrieken, The Netherlands. 
Intended use of instrument: The 
instrument is intended to be used for 
studies of cells, bacteria and viruses and 
the phenomena of cell/cell interactions 
in pregnancy, immunology, 
carcinogenesis, and infection. 
Investigations will be conducted to 
understand the mechanisms of both 
normal and abnormal cell growth and 
development; to interrelate cell structure 
with function in normal and 
dysfunctional situations and in cases of 
carcinogenesis and infection; to 
elucidate the cellular mechanisms of 
normal cell function. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
November 18, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-76. Applicant: Veterans 
Administration Medical Center, 
University of Utah, Department of 
Pathology, 500 Foothill Road, Salt Lake 
City, UT 84148. Instrument: Electron 
Microscope JEM-100CX/SEG/SQH, - 
100KV with Accessories. Manufacturer: 
JEOL Limited, Japan. Intended use of 
instrument: The instrument is intended 
to be used for the examination of very 
thin sections of biological materials for 
high resolution TEM to demonstrate the 
ultrastructure features as well as 
changes under different experimental 
conditions. Experiments will be 
conducted in order to identify 
ultrastructural components of cells and/ 
or morphological correlation to 
experimental treatments. The objectives 
of these investigations is to study the 
ultrastructural features for diagnostic 
purposes and investigation of the role(s) 
of the metallic elements in induction of 
the diseases and immunity (role of 
beryllium). Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: November 
19, 1982. 

Docket No. 83-78. Applicant: 
University of California at Los Angeles, 
CBS 12; Room 200, UCLA, 405 Hilgard 
Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90024. 
Instrument: Radiotherapy Simulator. 
Instrument: Oldelft Corporation, The 
Netherlands. Intended use of instrument: 
The instrument is intended to be used in 
support of research in the radiotherapy 
treatment of cancer. Its specific use is in 
the localization of the tumor within the 
body and the planning of the treatment. 
The instrument will also be used in the 
courses Radiation Science 202C and 
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Radiation Therapy Resident Training to 
train individuals in the optimum use of 
radiation in the treatment of cancer. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: November 23, 1982. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.) 


Richard N. Seppa, 
Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff. 


[FR Doc. 82-3408 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Caribbean Fishery Management 
* Council and Its Administrative 
Subcommittee; Public Meetings 


AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmosphere Administration, Commerce. 


SUMMARY: The Caribbean Fishery 
Management Council, established by 
section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Pub. L. 94-265), has established an 
Administrative Subcommittee. The 
Council and its Administrative 
Subcommittee will hold separate 
meetings. The Council will hold its 44th 
regular public meeting to consider status 
reports on fishery management plans 
(FMP’s) under development, specifically 
the draft FMP for the Fishery Resources 
of the Puerto Rican and St. Croix 
Geological Platforms and also discuss 


other Council and administrative matters. 


The Administrative Subcommittee will 
meet to consider matters gelated to the 
Council’s budget and to discuss regular 
administrative operations. 


DATES: The Council's public meeting 
will convene on Wednesday, February 
16, 1983, at approximately 1:30 p.m., 
adjourn at approximately 5 p.m; 
reconvene on Thursday, February 17, 
1983, at approximately 9 a.m.; adjourn at 
approximately noon. All meetings will 
take place at the Conference Room of 
the Hotel Pierre, 105 de Diego Avenue, 
Santurce, Puerto Rico. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Caribbean Fishery Management 
Council, Suite 1108, Banco de Ponce 
Building, Hato Rey, Puerto Rico 00198, 
Telephone: (809) 753-4926. 


Dated: December 14, 1982. 


Joe P. Clem, 

Acting Chief, Operations Coordination Group, 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 82-34329 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 


Announcing Import Restraint Levels 
for Certain Cotton, Wool, and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Products From 
Malaysia Effective on January 1, 1983 


AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 


ACTION: Establishing import restraint 
levels for certain cotton, wool, and man- 
made fiber textile products, produced or 
manufactured in Malaysia and exported 
during the twelve-month period 
beginning on January 1, 1983. 


sumMMARY: The Governments of the 
United States and Malaysia e:.shanged 
notes dated December 5, 1980 and 
February 27, 1981 establishing a new 
Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Agreement for the four- 
year period beginning on January 1, 1981 
and extending through December 31, 
1984. The agreement provides among 
other things, specific levels of restraint 
for Categories 331, 333/334/335, 338/339, 
340, 347/348, 445/446, and 604 during the 
agreement year beginning on January 1, 
1983. Accordingly, in the letter published 
below, the Chairman of the Committee 
for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements directs the Commissioner of 
Customs to limit imports for 
consumption, or withdrawals from 
warehouse for consumption, of cotton, 
wool, and man-made fiber textile 
products in the foregoing categories to 
the designated amounts. The level for 
Category 445/446 has been reduced by 
2,322 dozen as a result of a negotiated 
settlement regarding previous 
overshipments and by 1,489 dozen 
representing carryforward used during 
the 1982 agreement year. 

A detailed description of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers was published in the Federal 
Register on December 13, 1982 (47 FR 
55709). 

This letter and the actions taken 
pursuant to it are not designed to 
implement all of the provisions of the 
bilateral agreement, but are designed to 
assist only in the implementation of 
certain of its provisions. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1983. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gordana Slijepcevic, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-4212). 


Walter C. Lenahan, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 


December 14, 1982. 
Commissioner of Customs, 


Department of the Treasury, Washington, 
D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: Under the terms of 
the Arrangement Regarding International 
Trade in Textiles done at Geneva on 
December 20, 1973, as extended on December 
15, 1977 and December 22, 1981; pursuant to 
the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Agreement of December 5, 1980 
and February 27, 1981, between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Malaysia; and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 
3, 1972, as amended by Executive Order 
11951 of January 6, 1977, you are directed to 
prohibit, effective on January 1, 1983 and for 
the twelve-month period extending through 
December 31, 1983, entry into the United 
States for consumption and withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton, wool, 
and man-made fiber textile products in 
Categories 331, 333/334/335, 338/339, 340, 
347/348, 445/446, and 604, produced or 
manufactured in Malaysia, in excess of the 
following levels of restraint: 


12-month level of restraint 


BB1 on .eeceeveseeeeeee] 576,413 dozen pairs. 
333/334/335...| 75,333 dozen of which 
3 : 


173,536 dozen of which not more than 
90,738 dozen shail be in Cat. 348. 


In carrying out this directive, entries of 
cotton, wool, and man-made fiber textile 
products in the foregoing categories, 
produced or manufactured in Malaysia, 
which have been exported to the United 
States on and after January 1, 1982 and 
extending through December 31, 1982, shall, 
to the extent of any unfilled balances, be 
charged against the levels of restraint 
established for such goods during that 
twelve-month period. In the event the levels 
of restraint established for that period have 
been exhausted by previous entries, such 
goods shall be subject to the levels set forth 
in this letter. 

The levels set forth above are subject to 
adjustment in the future according to the 
provisions of the bilateral agreement of 
December 5, 1980 and February 27, 1981 
between the Governments of the United 
States and Malaysia which provide, in part. 
that: (1) Specific limits or sublimits may be 
exceeded by not more than 5 percent, if a 
corresponding reduction is made in one or 
more other specific limits in the same group 
during the same agreement year; (2) specific 
levels may be adjusted for carryover and 
carryforward up to 11 percent of the 
applicable category limits; and (3) 
administrative arrangements or adjustments 
may be made to resolve problems arising in 
the implementation of the agreement. Any 
appropriate adjustments under the provisions 
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of the bilateral agreement, referred to above, 
will be made to you by letter. 

A detailed descripticn of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers 
was published in the Federal Register on 
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709). 

In carrying out the above directions, the 
Commissioner of Customs should construe 
entry into the United States for consumption 
to include entry for consumption into the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Malaysia and with respect to 
imports of cotton, wool, and man-made fiber 
textile products from Malaysia have been 
determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements to 
involve foreign affairs functions of the United 
States. Therefore, these directions to the 
Commissioner of Customs, which are 
necessary for the implementation of such 
actions, fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rule-making provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Sincerely, 
Walter C. Lenahan, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 82-34320 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Announcing Levels of Restraint for 
Certain Cotton Textile Products From 
Pakistan Effective on January 1, 1983 


AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
Action: Establishing import restraint 
levels for certain cotton textile products 
produced or manufactured in Pakistan 
and exported during the twelve-month 
period which began on January 1, 1983. 


SUMMARY: On March 9 and 11, 1982, the 
Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan signed a Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agreement which establishes an 
aggregate limit for Categories 300-369 
and within the aggregate limit, specific 
ceilings for Categories 313, 315, 331, 338, 
339, 347/348, and 363, among others, 
during the agreement year which begins 
on January 1, 1983. It also provides 
consultation levels for categories, such 
as Categories 317, 320, and 369pt., which 
are not subject to specific ceilings and 
which may be adjusted during the 
agreement year. In the letter published 
below the Chairman of the Committee 
for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements directs the Commissioner of 
Customs, in accordance with the terms 
of the bilateral agreement, to prohibit 
entry into the United States for 
consumption and withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton 
textile products in Categories 300-369, 
as a group, and in individual Categories 
313, 315, 317, 320, 331, 338, 339, 347/348, 
363, and 369pt., produced or 


manufactured in Pakistan and exported 
during the twelve-month period which 
begins on January 1 1983 and extends 
through December 31, 1983, in excess of 
the designated levels of restraint. The 
level for Category 363 has been reduced 
by 1,130,412 dozen to account for 
carryforward used during the 1982 
agreement year. 

A detailed description of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers was published in the Federal 
Register on December 13, 1982 (47 FR 
55709). 

This letter and the actions taken 
pursuant to it are not designed to 
implement all of the provisions of the 
bilateral agreement, but are designed to 
assist only in the implementation of 
certain of its provisions. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gordana Slijepcevic, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-4212). 


Walter C. Lenahan, 


Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 


December 14, 1982. 


Commissioner of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury, Washingtcn, 
D.C. 

Dear Mr. Comissioner: Under the terms of 
the Arrangement Regarding International 
Trade in Textiles done at Geneva on 
December 20, 1973, as extended on December 
15, 1977 and December 22, 1981; pursuant to 
the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement of 
March 9 and March 11, 1982, between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan; and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 
3, 1972, as amended by Executive Order 
11951 of January 6, 1977, you are directed to 
prohibit, effective on January 1, 1983 and for 
the twelve-month period extending through 
December 31, 1983, entry into the United 
States for consumption and withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton textile 
products in Categories 300-369, as a group, 
and individual Categories 313, 315,317, 320, 
331, 338, 339, 347/348, 363, and 369pt. in 
excess of the following levels of restraint: 





..| 215,285,136 square yards equivalent. 
76,950,459 square yards. 
.« 44,934,904 square yards. 
.-| 6,512,000 square yards. 
6,000,000 square yards. 
seve 523,383 dozen pairs. 
..| 2,292,388 dozen 
498,345 dozen. 
240,750 dozen. 
19,028,593 numbers. 
...| 5,869,565 pounds. 
‘The level of restraint has not been adjusted to reflect any 
imports after December 31, 1982. 
in Category 369, alll T.S.U.S.A. numbers except 366.1855. 


In carrying out this directive, entries of 
textile products in the foregoing categories, 
produced or manufactured in Pakistan, which 
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have been exported to the United States on 
and after January 1, 1982 shall, to the extent 
of any unfilled balances, be charged against 
the levels of restraint established for such 
goods during the twelve-month period which 
began on January 1, 1982 and extends through 
December 31, 1982. In the event the levels of 
restraint established for that period have 
been exhausted by previous entries, such 
goods shall be subject to the levels set forth 
in this letter. 

The levels set forth above are subject to 
adjustment in the future according to the 
provisions of the bilateral agreement of 
March 9 and 11, 1982 between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan which provide, in part, that: (1) 
Within the aggregate and group limits, 
specific levels of restraint may be exceeded 
by designated percentages; (2) specific levels 
may be increased for carryover and 
carryforward; and, (3) administrative 
arrangements or adjustment may be made to 
resolve problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. Any 
appropriate adjustments under the provisions 
of the bilateral agreement, referred to above, 
will be made to you by letter. 

A detailed description of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers 
was published in the Federal Register on 
December 13, 1982 (47 FR 55709). 

In carrying out the above directions, the 
Commissioner of Customs should construe 
entry into the United States for consumption 
to include entry for consumption into the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Pakistan and with respect to 
imports of cotton textile products from 
Pakistan have been determined by the 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, 
these directions to the Commissioner of 
Customs, which are necessary for the 
implementation of such actions, fall within 
the foreign affairs exception to the rule- 
making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter 
will be published in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely, 
Walter C. Lenahan, 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 82-32321 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 


Chicago Board of Trade Proposed 
Futures Contract for Silver in 5,000 
Troy Ounce Units 

AGENCY: Commodity. Futures Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of availability of the 
terms and conditions of proposed 
commodity futures contracts. 


SUMMARY: The Chicago Board of Trade 
(“CBOT” or “Exchange”) has applied for 
approval of a silver contract in 5,000 
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troy ounce units. The Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission (the 
“Commission”) has determined that the 
terms and conditions of the proposed 
futures contract are of major economic 
significance and that, accordingly, 
making available the proposed contract 
for public inspection and comment is in 
the public interest, will assist the 
Commission in considering the views of 
interested persons, and is consistent 
with the purposes of the Commodity 
Exchange Act. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before January 17, 1983. 

Aporess: Interested persons should 
submit their views and comments to 
Jane K. Stuckey, Secretary, Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission, 2033 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20581. 
Reference should be made to the CBOT 
5,000-ounce silver futures contract. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard Shilts, Division of Economics 
and Education, Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, 2033 K Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C., (202) 254-7303. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
CBOT currently is designated as a 
contract market in silver for trading in 
units of 1,000 troy ounces. Trading in 
5,000-ounce units, as a result of the 
Exchange's March 1981 amendments to 
its silver contract, is permissible only as 
an interim measure while the new 1,000- 
ounce delivery unit contract is phased 
in.? 

By letter dated October 14, 1982, the 
CBOT submitted for Commission 
approval, pursuant to Section 5a(12) of 
the Commodity Exchange Act (the 
“Act”), a proposed amendment to 
Regulation 1404.01 regarding the unit of 
trading for its silver contract. The 
proposal would allow the Exchange to 
trade two separate contracts in silver: a 
contract trading in units of 1,000 troy 
ounces, and a contract trading in units 
of 5,000 troy ounces. 

The Exchange proposes to accomplish 
this by amending Regulation 1404.01 so 
that new trading months can be added 
to the 5,000-ounce contract beyond the 
period specified in the contract market 
rule while continuing to list trading 
months in the 1,000-ounce contract. 

The Commission has determined to 
treat the current submission as an 
application for a new contract market 
designation, pursuant to Section 5 of the 


‘On March 5, 1981, the Commission approved an 
amendment to the CBOT’s silver contract to reduce 
the size of the unit of trading from 5,000 to 1,000 troy 
ounces. This amendment allows trading in the 5,000- 
ounce unit to continue concurrently with trading in 
the new 1,000-ounce unit, but only for a limited 
period specified in the contract's rules. 


Act, 7 U.S.C. 7, and Guideline No. 1, 47 
FR 49832 (November 3, 1982). The new 
designation would be for silver traded in 
units of 5,000 troy ounces and would be 
in addition to the currently designated 
1,000 troy ounce silver contract. 

A copy of the terms and conditions of 
the CBOT’s proposed 5,000-ounce silver 
futures contract will be available for 
inspection at the Office of the 
Secretariat, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20581. Copies can be 
obtained through the Office of the 
Secretariat by mail at the above address 
or by phone at (202) 254-6314. 

Other materials submitted by the 
CBOT in support of its application may 
be available upon request pursuant to 
the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
552) and the Commission’s regulations 
thereunder (17 CFR Part 145 (1981)). 
Requests for inspection of such 
materials should be made to the FOIA, 
Privacy and Sunshine Acts Compliance 
Staff of the Office of the Secretariat at 
the Commission's headquarters in 
accordance with 17 CFR 145.7 and 145.8. 

Any person interested in submitting 
written data, views or arguments on the 
terms and conditions of the proposed 
futures contract, or with respect to other 
materials submitted by the CBOT in 
support of its application, should send 
such comments to Jane K. Stuckey, 
Secretary, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20581, by January 17, 
1983. Such comment letters will be 
publicly available except to the extent 
that they are entitled to confidential 
treatment as set forth in 17 CFR 145.5 
and 145.9. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on December 
13, 1982. 

Jane K. Stuckey, 

Secretary of the Commission. 
(FR Doc. 82-34252 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 


New York Futures Exchange; 
Proposed Rules Relating to Exchange 
Speculative Position Limits 

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Adoption of 
Contract Market Rules. 


SUMMARY: The New York Futures 
Exchange (“NYFE”) has submitted to the 
Commission proposed rules setting 
speculative position limits for currently 
designated contract markets pursuant to 
Commission Rules 1.61 and 1.41, 17 CFR 
1.61 and 1.41 (1982), and Section 5a(12) 
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of the Commodity Exchange Act, as 
amended, 7 U.S.C. 7a(12) (Supp. V 1981). 
The Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (“Commission”) has 
determined that for currently designated 
contracts, initial exchange proposals to 
set speculative limits are potentially of 
major economic significance. 
Accordingly, the Commission has 
determined that publication of this 
proposal is in the public interest, that 
receipt of public comment will assist the 
Commission in its consideration of the 
exchange submissions, and that 
publication is consistent with the 
purposes of the Commodity Exchange 
Act. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
NYFE has submitted to the Commission 
pursuant to Commission Rules 1.61 and 
1.41, 17 CFR 1.61 and 1.41 (1982) and 
Section 5a(12) of the Commodity 
Exchange Act, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 
7a(12) (Supp. V 1981) proposed exchange 
rules setting speculative position limits 
in nine designated contract markets. 
They are: British pound, Swiss franc, 
Deutsche mark, Canadian dollar, 
Japanese yen, 90-Day U.S. Treasury 
bills, U.S. Treasury bonds, Eurodollars 
and Domestic CDs.! 


The Commission, in accordance with 
Section 5a(12) of the Act, has 
determined that the proposed rules 
setting exchange speculative position 
limits on currently designated contracts 
are potentially of major economic 
significance.” Accordingly, the 
Commission seeks to receive comments 
from interested persons with respect to 
these proposed exchange rules. The text 
of the proposed exchange rules 
submitted by NYFE appear below. In 
addition, NYFE Rule 307, which is + 
referenced in, or is otherwise applicable 
to, the speculative position limit rules is 
also printed below: 


"In addition, five other domestic boards of trade 
have submitted for Commission approval 
speculative position limits for currently designated 
contract markets. The proposed rules submitted by 
the Chicago Mercantile Exchange and by the 
Commodity Exchange, Inc., were published in the 
Federal Register on July 20, 1982 (47 FR 31417); 
correction, 47 FR 34615 {August 10, 1982). The staff 
of the Commission will be reviewing the remaining 
four proposals following its consideration of this 
proposal. 

* This determination is based upon a finding that 
the initial imposition of speculative position limits 
for designated contract markets which currently do 
not have such limits may be of economic 
significance to those currently trading in a contract 
which has no existing speculative limits. However. 
the Commission believes that the subsequent 
adjustment of existing exchange speculative limits 
generally would not be of major economic 
significance. 





Rules Submitted by the New York 
Futures Exchange 


Rule 706 


The position limit for any British 
Pound Futures Contract shall be a net 
long or net short position of 1,000 
contracts for any person in all delivery 
months combined, computed in 
accordance with the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 726 


The position limit for any Swiss Franc 
Futures Contract shall be a net long or 
net short position of 1,000 contracts for 
any person in all delivery months 
combined, computed in accordance with 
the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 746 


The position limit for any Deutsche 
Mark Futures Contract shall be a net 
long or net short position of 1,000 
contracts for any person in all delivery 
months combined, computed in 
accordance with the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 


persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 


* positions, intercommodity spread positions or 


arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 766 


The position limit for any Canadian 
Dollar Futures Contract shall be a net 
long or net short position of 1,000 
contracts for any person in all delivery 
months combined, computed in 
accordance with the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 786 


The position limit for any Japanese 
Yen Futures Contract shall be a net long 
or net short position of 1,000 contracts 
for any person in all delivery months 
combined, computed in accordance with 
the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
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hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 807 


The position limit for 90-Day Treasury 
Bill Futures Contract shall be a net long 
or net short position of 5,000 contracts 
for any person in all delivery months 
combined, except that 21 days prior to 
the last trading day of any contract 
month the maximum long or short 
position which any person may hold or 
control in such contract month is 2,500 
contracts and seven days prior to the 
last trading day of-any contract month 
the maximum long or short position 
which any person may hold or control in 
such contract months is 500 contracts, 
computed in accordance with the 
following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 827 


The position limit for any Treasury 
Bond Futures Contract shall be a net 
long or net short position of 5,000 
contracts for any person in all delivery 
months combined, computed in 
accordance with the following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 
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Rule 887 


The position limit for any Eurodollar 
Futures Contract shall be a net Jong or 
net short position of 5,000 contracts for 
any person in all delivery months 
combined, computed in accordance with 
the following rules: 


{i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery months combined, the net long or net 
short position shall be the difference, if any, 
between the number of open long contracts in 
all delivery months and the number of open 
short contracts in all delivery months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Rule 1007 


The position limit for any CD Futures 
Contract shall be a net long or net short 
position of 5,000 contracts for any 
person in all delivery half-months 


combined, except that 14 days prior to 
the first notice day of any delivery half- 
month the maximum long or short 
position which any person may hold or 
control in such delivery half-month is 
4,000 contracts and on the first notice 
day of any delivery half-month the 
maximum long or short position which 
any person may hold or control in such 
delivery half-month is 500 contracts, 
computed in accordance with the 
following rules: 


(i) All contracts carried in accounts in 
which trading is directly or indirectly 
controlled, by power of attorney or 
otherwise, by any person or by two or more 
persons acting pursuant to an expressed or 
implied agreement or understanding with 
respect to such trading shall be aggregated. 

(ii) In computing the position limit for all 
delivery half-months combined, the net long 
or net short position shall be the difference, if 
any, between the number of open long 
contracts in all delivery half-months and the 
number of open short contracts in all delivery 
half-months. 

(iii) All contracts which are part of hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions under Rule 307 shall be 
excluded in computing the net long or net 
short position of the person or persons with 
respect to which the Exchange made its 
hedge, intercommodity spread or arbitrage 
determination. 


Position Limit Rule 
Rule 307 


(a) No member or member 
organization shall permit any customer 
or customers to hold or control any 
positions in excess of the position limit 
set forth under Rules of the Exchange 
relating to position limits in any account 
or accounts which such member or 
member organization carries for such 
customer or customers. 

(b) Any person that desires to have 
certain futures contracts excluded in 
computing the net long or net short 
position such person may hold or 
control under Rules of the Exchange 
relating to position limits, may file with 
the Exchange an application, in such 
form and accompanied by such 
information as the Exchange may 
prescribe, requesting that the Exchange 
treat such futures contracts as hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread 


_ positions or arbitrage positions, as the 


case may be. Such application must 
include: 

(i) Potential size of the futures 
transactions. 

- (ii) In the case of proposed hedge 
positions, a description of the intended 
futures transactions(s), a description of 
the offsetting cash position, and 
information demonstrating that such 
positions can be expected to meet the 
requirements of Commission Regulation 
1.3(z)(1). 

(iiii) In the case of proposed arbitrage 
and intercommodity spread positions, a 
description of the type of intended 
futures transactions for which the 
exclusion is requested, and a statement 
explaining the appropriateness of the 
proposed position. 

(iv) A statement that the intended 
futures transactions(s) will be bona fide 
hedges, arbitrage positions or 
intercommodity spread positions. 

(c) The Exchange will give the 
applicant, and any member or member 
organization carrying accounts for the 
applicant, written notice indicating to 
what extent, if any, the applicant's 
positions may be treated as hedge 
positions, intercommodity spread 
positions or arbitrage positions for 
purposes of the Rules governing position 
limits. In the case or arbitrage and 
intercommodity spread positions, the 
Exchange may impose such limitations 
as are commensurate with the liquidity 
of the markets involved, or with the 
applicant's financial ability or business 
circumstances, or with the 
appropriateness of the arbitrage or 
intercommodity spread positions. The 
Exchange may at any time and from 
time to time review determination made 
hereunder; require any applicant to 
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submit such additional information as 
the Exchange may consider necessary or 
appropriate for purposes of this Rule; 
and revoke, modify, condition or 
otherwise limit any determination made 
hereunder with respect to the positions 
that may be treated as hedge positions, 
intercommodity spread positions or 
arbitrage positions for any person. 

(d) Any member or member 
organization which carries any account 
or accounts for any person or persons 
that violate any Rules of the Exchange 
relating to position limits shall liquidate 
any futures contracts in excess of the 
limits promptly and in any event within 
such time as the Exchange may 
prescribe and shall report to the 
Exchange when such excess has been 
reduced. If a member or member 
organization fails to liquidate any 
excess futures contracts within the time 
prescribed by the Exchange, the 
Exchange may liquidate such excess. 
Any such liquidation of futures 
contracts may be effected in such 
manner as the Exchange, in its 
discretion, may determine. Without 
limiting the generality of the foregoing, 
any such liquidation may be effected by 
placing with one or more members or 
member organizations chosen at the 
discretion of the Exchange, orders for 
the purchase or sale of futures contracts 
on the Floor. The member or member 
organization for whose account such 
futures contracts are to be liquidated 
shall be liable to the Exchange for any 
commissions or other expenses incurred 
in liquidating such account. The 
Exchange shall not be liable in any way 
to a member or member organization, or 
to any other person, whose accounts 
have been liquidated pursuant to this 
Rule, including without limitation claims 
for losses arising out of the liquidation 
or the time and manner or the prices at 
which liquidation was effected. 

(e) Any member or member 
organization which has, or carries an 
account for any customer which has 
hedge, intercommodity spread or 
arbitrage positions, must carry such 
positions in a special account. 

Other materials submitted by the 
NYFE in support of these proposed rules 
may be available upon request pursuant 
to the Freedom of Information Act (5 
U.S.C. 552) and the Commission's 
regulations thereunder (17 CFR Part 145 
(1981)). Requests for copies of such 
materials should be made to the FOIA, 
Privacy and Sunshine Acts Compliance 
Staff of the Office of the Secretariat at 
the Commission’s headquarters in 
accordance with 17 CFR 145.7 and 145.8. 

Any person interested in submitting 
written data, views or arguments on the 
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proposed exchange rules should send 
such comments to Jane K. Stuckey, 
Secretary, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20581, by (30 days). 
Such comment letters will be publicly 
available except to the extent they are’ 
entitled to confidential treatment as set 
forth in 17 CFR 145.5 and 145.9. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on December 
13, 1982. 
Jane K. Stuckey, 
Secretary to the Commission. 
{FR Doc. 82-34251 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am| 
[BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Army 


Discharge Review Boards; Army 
Discharge Review Board Standard 
Operating Procedures 


Notice is hereby given that the Army 
Discharge Review Board Standard 
Operating Procedures published in the 
Federal Register (44 FR 25046) on April 
27, 1979 are rescinded. At that time it 
was stated that while the SOP was 
designed for internal use by members 
and support personnel of the review 
board, it was published with the 
anticipation that applicants before the 
board may also find guidance contained 
in the document helpful in preparing for 
discharge review. Since then there has 
been an extensive modification to and 
expansion of the rules relating to 
discharge review in Department of 
Defense Directive 1332.28. This detailed 
guidance was published in the Federal 
Register (47 FR 37770) on August 26, 
1982, and it provides the essential 
information concerning procedures, 
standards, forms and policies needed for 
the guidance of the public interested in 
functions of the Army Discharge Review 
Board. Further guidance will be 
provided in the Army's implementation 
(Army Regulation 15-180) of DOD 
Directive 1332.28, which will be 
published in the Federal Register. 


(5 U.S.C. 552, 10 U.S.C. 133, 10 U.S.C. 136, 10 
U.S.C. 1553, and delegations of authority from 
the Secretary of Defense and Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Manpower, Reserve 
Affairs and Logistics) 

Francis X. Plant, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary (DA Review 
Boards and Personnel Security). 

{FR Doc. 62-34263 Filed 12-16-62; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 


Discharge Review Boards; Discharge 
Review Composite Index 


The Armed Forces Discharge Review/ 
Correction Board Reading Room will 
provide a composite index for April, July 
and October 1982, and January 1983 
which will be distributed on or about 
February 1, 1983. Applicants to the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force Discharge 
Review Boards and Board for Correction 
of Military (or Naval) Records may 
request a postponement or continuation 
of a review in order to make use of the 
composite index, and a person who 
requests a postponement or continuance 
for the express purpose of using the 
composite index will be rescheduled for 
a new review at the earliest possible 
date, subject to traveling schedule for 
hearings outside the National Capital 
Region. This policy will remain in effect 
for continuances and postponements 
requested before March 15, 1983. 

Additionally, applicants may request 
reconsideration of final decisions issued 
in their particular case by the Discharge 
Review Boards and Correction Boards. 
An applicant shall receive 
reconsideration of such a decision in the 
following circumstances: (1) The 
reconsideration must pertain to a case in 
which, between April 15, 1982 and 
January 31, 1983, the applicant (or his 
counsel) submitted an application, 
participated in a hearing, or otherwise 
presented an issue to the Board; (2) the 
applicant must certify that he attempted 
to use the index between April 15, 1982 
and January 31, 1983 to prepare 
materials for submission to the Board 
prior to the Board's final decision; (3) the 
applicant must request reconsideration 
expressly on the grounds that a cited 
case listed in the composite index was 
not listed in the index which the 
applicant attempted to use; (4) the 
applicant must submit an issue that sets 
forth principles and facts from the cited 
case that are relevant to his case and 
the applicant must cite such principles 
and facts as basis for relief; (5) the cited 
case must have been decided at least 30 
days prior to the date of decision in the 
applicant’s case; and (6) the request for 
reconsideration must be received on or 
before January 31, 1984. (5 U.S.C. 552, 10 
U.S.C. 133, 10 U.S.C. 136, 10 U.S.C. 1553, 
and delegations of authority from the 
Secretary of Defense and Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Manpower, 
Reserve Affairs and Logistics.) 


Dated: December 8, 1982. 
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Francis X. Plant, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary (DA Review 
Boards and Personnel Security). 

[FR Doc. 82-34262 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


National Advisory Council on Adult 
Education 

AGENCY: National Advisory Council on 
Adult Education. 


ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
forthcoming meeting of the 
Governmental Relations and Legislation 
Committee of the National Advisory 
Council on Adult Education. This notice 
also describes the functions of the 
Council. Notice of this meeting is 
required under section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. 
DATES: January 10-11, 1983, 9:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. 

ADDRESS: Sun City Center, Sun City, 
Florida. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Helen Banks, Administrative Assistant, 
National Advisory Council on Adult 
Education, 425 13th St., NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004 (202/376-8892). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Advisory Council on Adult 
Education is established under Section 
313 of the Adult Education Act (20 
U.S.C. 1201). The Council is established 
to: 

Advise the Secretary in the preparation of 
general regulations and with respect to policy 
matters arising in the administration of this 
title, including policies and procedures 
governing the approval of State plans under 
section 306 and policies to eliminate 
duplication, and to effectuate the 
coordination of programs under this title and 
other programs offering adult education 
activities and services. 

The Council shall review the 
administration and effectiveness of programs 
under this title, make recommendations with 
respect thereto, and make annual reports to 
the President of its findings and 
recommendations (including 
recommendations for changes in this title and 
other Federal laws relating to adult education 
activities and services). The President shall 
transmit each such report to the Congress 
together with his comments and 
recommendations. 


The meeting of the Committee is open 
to the public. The proposed agenda 
includes; 


Consolidation and Block Grants 
Adult Education Reauthorization 
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Preparation of Report to Council on 
Legislative Recommendations 


Records are kept of all Council 
proceedings, and are available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
National Advisory Council on Adult 
Education, 425 13th St., NW., Suite 323, 
Washington, D.C. 20004, from the hours 
of 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on December 
13, 1982, 
Rick Ventura, 
Executive Director, National Advisory 
Council on Adult Education. 
{FR Doc. 82-34249 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


{Project Nos. 703-000 et al.] 


Utah Power & Light Co.; Applications 
Filed With the Commission 


Take notice that the following 
hydroelectric applications have been 
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection: 

1a. Type of Application: Exemption 
for Small Conduit Hydroelectric Facility. 

b. Project No. P~703-000. 

c. Date Filed: October 28, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Utah Power & Light 
Company. 

e. Name of Project: Paris Project. 

f. Location: Paris Creek in Bear Lake 
County, Idaho. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 30 of the 
Federal Power Act [16 U.S.C. 823(a)}. 

h. Contact Person: Jody L. Williams, 
Attorney, 1407 West North Temple, P.O. 
Box 899, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110. 

i. Comment Date: January 31, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The Paris 
Hydroelectric Project is currently 
operating under FERC License 703, 
issued November 11, 1975, and no new 
construction is planned. The project 
consists of: (1) A 0.61-acre forebay with 
a timber and concrete spillway; (2) a 
concrete intake structure; (3) a 1,366- 
foot-long, 22 to 30-inch-diameter steei 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing 
one turbine/generator unit with a 
capacity of 715 kW; (5) a 60-foot-long, 
30-inch-diameter steel discharge pipe; 
and (6) a tailwater basin. The average 
annual generation is 2,450 MWh. 

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy is 
utilized in Utah Power & Light 
Company's electric distribution system 
and is sold to the public utility 
customers in its service area. 


1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: B, C and 
D3b. 

2a. Type of Application: Amendment 
of License, 

b. Project No: 803-006. 

c. Date Filed: November 8, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company. 

e. Name of Project: DeSabla- 
Centerville. 

f. Location: West Branch Feather 
River and Butte Creek, in Butte County, 
California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. § 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. W. M. 
Gallavan, Vice President, Rates and 
Valuation, Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, 77 Beale Street, Room 1087A, 
San Francisco, California 94106. 

i. Comment Date: January 26, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: Licensee 
proposes to improve its existing 
DeSabla-Centerville Project by adding 
the Toadtown Development which 
would consist of: (1) A 7-foot-high intake 
structure; (2) the existing Rapid Pipe; (3) 
a 1,552-foot-long, 54-inch-diameter steel 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing 
one generating unit rated at 1,660 kW; 
(5) a tailrace; and (6) a 1,500-foot-long 
transmission line. The average annual 
energy generation would be 8.43 million 

Wh. 

Licensee has also requested that the 
term of license for Project No. 803 be 
extended. 

k. Purpose of Project: The energy 
generated by the project would be 
utilized to meet demands in Licensee’s 
service area. 

l. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: B, C. D1. 

3a. Type of Application: Major 
License (more than 5 MW). 

b. Project No: 3239-001. 

c. Date Filed: June 1, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Puget Sound Power & 
Light Company. 

e. Name of Project: Sandy Creek 
Project. 

f. Location: on Rocky, Sulphur and 
Sandy Creeks within Mt. Baker National 
Forest in Whatcom County, Washington. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. § 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Robert V. 
Myers, Vice President, Generation 
Resources, Puget Sound Power & Light 
Company, Puget Power Building, 
Bellevue, Washington 98009. 

i. Comment Date: January 7, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Projects No. 
6373-000 and No. 6374-000 (Due Date: 
December 10, 1982). 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) A 
15-foot-high concrete gravity diversion 
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structure with crest elevation of 3,205 
feet (m.s.l.) on Upper Sulphur Creek; (2) 
a 42-inch-diameter, 11,500-foot-long 
concrete pipeline; (3) a 36-inch-diameter, 
4,000-foot-long penstock; (4) a 
powerhouse of Sulphur Creek 
(Powerhouse No. 1) containing a single 
generating unit with a rated capacity of 
5,600 kW; (5) a second 15-foot-high 
concrete gravity diversion structure with 
crest elevation of 2,025 feet on Rocky 
Creek; (6) a 42-inch-diameter 2,500-foot- 
long concrete pipeline diverting waters 
of Rocky Creek into Sulphur Creek; (7) a 
third 15-foot-high concrete gravity 
diversion structure on Sulphur Creek 
immediately downstream of discharge 
point from Powerhouse No. 1 and Rocky 
Creek diversion pipeline: (8) a 54-inch- 
diameter, 9,000-foot-long concrete 
pipeline; (9) a 48-inch-diameter, 6,000- 
foot-long penstock, leading to 
Powerhouse No. 2; (10) a fourth 15-foot- 
high concrete gravity diversion structure 
with crest elevation of 1,455 feet on 
Sandy Creek; (11) a 48-inch-diameter, 
4,300-foot-long concrete pipeline; (12) a 
40-inch-diameter, 4,000-foot-long 
penstock also leading to Powerhouse 
No. 2; (13) a powerhouse on Sandy 
Creek (Powerhouse No. 2) containing 
two generating units with rated 
capacities of 9,000 and 3,000 kW; and 
(14) a 34.5-kV, 5.7-mile-long 
transmission line connecting the two 
proposed powerhouses with the 
Applicant's existing substation adjacent 
to the Upper Baker River Development 
southeast of the project. Project energy 
would be utilized by the Applicant to 
serve its customers. 

m. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A3, B, & 
C 


4a. Type of Application: Exemption 
from Licensing. 

b. Project No.: P-3412-002. 

c. Date Filed: October 25, 1982. 

d. Applicant: The City of Oxford, 
Kansas. 

e. Name of Project: Oxford Mill 
Project. 

f. Location: Arkansas River in Sumner 
County, Kansas. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the 
Energy Security Act (1980) (16 U.S.C. 
2705 and 2708 as amended). 

h. Contact Person: Charles Webb, 
Mayor, City of Oxford, City Hall, 
Oxford, Kansas 67119. 

i. Comment Date: January 31, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The project 
would consist of the reconstruction and 
restoration of existing facilities which 
include: (1) A main rockfill diversion 
dam about 750 feet long and 3 feet high; 
(2) a natural channel three-quarters of a 
mile long; (3) a secondary earth and 
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rockfill diversion dam 210 feet long and 
6 feet high; (4) a 1-mile-long millrace; (5) 
a powerhouse with an installed capacity 
of 300 kW; and (6) other appurtenances. 
Applicant estimates average annual 
generation would vary from 1,300,000 
kWh to 2,010,000 kWh. 

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy 
would be sold to the Kansas Gas and 
Electric Company. 

1, This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: Al, B, C 
and D3a. 

m. Purpose of Exemption: An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

5a. Type of Application: Major 
License (over 5 MW). 

b. Project No. 3571-001. 

c. Date Filed: November 17, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Central Oregon 
Irrigation District. 

e. Name of Project: Central Oregon 
Siphon Power Project. 

f. Location: On Deschutes River in 
Deschutes County, Oregon. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Ron Nelson, 
Central Oregon Irrigation District, 847 
South Sixth Street, P.O. Box 548, 
Redmond, Oregon 97756. 

i. Comment Date: February 16, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
run-of-the-river project would consist of: 
(1) Two new 2.5-foot-high by 18-foot- 
long concrete weirs on the Deschuts 
River; (2) an existing 150-foot-long 
flume; (3) an existing siphon, 
approximately 6,000 feet long; (4) a 
1,146-foot-long section of the existing 
Central Oregon Canal; (5) a new check 
structure to divert water from the canal 
to; (6) two 84-inch-diameter penstocks 
leading to; (7) a powerhouse to contain 
two turbine-generating units with a total 
rated capacity of 6.5 MW under a head 
of 130 feet; (8) a switchyard; and (9) 
appurtenant facilities. The project would 
generate 35.26 million kWhs. No 
transmission line is included in this 
project. The line would be constructed 
by others for which a separate license 
application will be filed. The license 
application for the Central Oregon 
Siphon Power Project was filed as the 
result of a preliminary permit issued for 
the project. 

k. This uctice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A2, B 
and C. 

6a. Type of Application: Application 
for License (5 MW or Less). 

b. Project No: 3572-001. 


c. Date Filed: September 30, 1982. 

d. Applicant: North Stratford 
Equipment Corporation. 

e. Name of Project: Livermore Falls 
Hydro Project. 

f. Location: Grafton County, New 
Hampshire. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. George K. 
Lagassa, Mill Pond Hydro Corporation, 
P.O. Box 4461, Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire 03801. 

i. Comment Date: February 11, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would be run-of-the-river and 
would consist of: (1) A breached dam, 
with the 83-foot long concrete spillway 
section remaining, to be repaired and 
reconstructed with a 258-foot long rock- 
filled timber crib section (or possibly a 
concrete gravity section if economically 
feasible) resulting in a dam, 341 feet long 
and 20 feet high, with spillway crest at 
514 feet m.s.1.; (2) a reservoir having 
minimal pondage; (3) a gated intake 
structure with trashracks and two 
rectangular pressure flumes, each 10% 
feet by 9 feet, integral with (4) a 
powerhouse to be rehabilitated and 
equipped with two rebuilt turbine- 
generator units having rated capacities 
of 750 kW each for a total rated capacity 
of 1,500 kW; (5) a tailrace returning flow 
to the Pemigewasset River 
approximately 100 feet downstream of 
the dam; (6) a new transmission line, 
approximately 500 feet long through an 
underground conduit, and a switchyard; 
and (7) appurtenant facilities. The 
Applicant estimates that the average 
annual energy output would be 9,500,000 
kWh. Project energy will be sold to the 
utility serving the area. Applicant states 
that a possible 2,000 kW capacity may 
be added in a future project expansion if 
this becomes feasible. This application 
was filed during the term of the 
Applicant's preliminary permit for 
Project No. 3572-000. 

k. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A2, B, C, 
and D1. 

7a. Type of Application: Amendment 
of License. 

b. Project No: P-3706-002. 

c. Date Filed: November 12, 1982. 

d. Applicant: American Hydro Power 
Company. 

e. Name of Project: Mussers Dam. 

f. Location: Middle Creek, Snyder 
County, Pennsylvania. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Peter A. McGrath, 
American Hydro Power Company, Two 
Aldwyn Center, Villanova, 
Pennsylvania 19085. 

i. Comment Date: January 28, 1983. 
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j. Description of Project: Under the 
license, Licensee is authorized to 
rehabilitate an existing turbine and 
install a 350-kW generator. Licensee 
now proposes to install a 300-kW 
generator, in combination with the 
existing turbine, and in addition, install 
a new 40-kW turbine-generator unit. 

k. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: B, C. 

8a. Type of Application: Exemption 
From Licensing. 

b. Project No: 6616-000. 

c. Date Filed: August 19, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Olympus Energy 
Corporation. 

e. Name of Project: Sky Creek. 

f. Location: On Sky Creek, within the 
Ross Lake Recreation Area, near 
Marblemount, in Skagit County, 
Washington. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the 
Energy Security Act of 1980 (Act), 16 
U.S.C. 2705, and 2708 as amended. 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Jerome E. 
Livingston, President, Olympus Energy 
Corporation, 201-215th Street, SE., 
Bothell, Washington 98011. 

i. Comment Date: January 24, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 5-foot- 
high, 35-foot-long concrete diversion 
structure; (2) a 1,670-foot-long, 30-inch- 
diameter steel pipeline; (3) a 1,500-foot- 
long, 30-inch-diameter steel penstock; (4) 
a powerhouse containing two generating 
units with a total installed capacity of 
1.9 MW; and (5) a 200-foot-long 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 12.5 million 
kWh. 

k. Purpose of Project: Project power 
would be sold toa local public utility. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: Al, B, C, 
D3a. 

9a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No: 6666-000. 

c. Date Filed: September 1, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Lawrence J. McMurtrey. 

e. Name of Project: Pressentin Creek 
Waterpower Project. 

f. Location: Pressentin Creek, near 
Hamilton, within Snoqualmie—Mt. 
Baker National Forest, in Skagit County, 
Washington. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Lawrence J. 
McMurtrey, 12122—196th N.E. Redmond, 
Washington 98052. 

i. Comment Date: February 22, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) Five 2-foot- 
high, 10-foot-long diversion structures on 
Pressentin Creek; (2) a 12,000-foot-long, 
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36-inch-diameter diversion pipeline; (3) 
a powerhouse with a total installed 
capacity of 3.19 MW; and (4) a 115-kV 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 13.98 GWh. 

k. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
A4c, B, C, & D2. 

10a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No: 6727-000. 

c. Date Filed: September 29, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Northwest Power 
Company, Incorporated. 

e. Name of Project: Miner's Tunnel 
Hydroelectric Project. 

f. Location: On South Yuba River, near 
Nevada City, in Nevada County, 
California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. J. Ward 
MacDonald, President, Northwest Power 
Company, Incorporated, 1250 Pine 
Street, Suite 100, Walnut Creek, 
California 94596. 

i. Comment Date: February 18, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 5-foot- 
High, 60-foot-long concrete diversion 
structure; (2) a 12-foot-high, 18-foot- 
wide, and 950-foot-long existing tunnel; 
(3) a 10-foot-diameter, 75-foot-long 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing 
one generating unit with a rated 
capacity of 2,000 kW; and (5) a 1.5-mile- 
long transmission line to connect to an 
existing Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company's transmission line. The 
Applicant estimates the average annual 
energy production at 8.7 million kWh. 

k. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
Adc, B, C, & D2. 

11a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No. 6732-000. 

c. Date filed: October 1, 1982. 

d, Applicant: Modesto Irrigation 
District. 

e. Name of Project: Big Grizzly 
Canyon Creek. 

f. Location: On Big Grizzly Canyon 
Creek, within the El Dorado National 
Forest, near Georgetown, Placer County, 
California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. A. Lee DeLano, 
Modesto Irrigation District, 1231-11th 
Street, Modesto, California 95352. 

i. Comment Date: February 14, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Project No. 
6487. Date Filed: July 6, 1982. 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) A 
5-foot-high, 30-foot-long concrete 
diversion structure; (2) a 6,100-foot-long, 


20-inch-diameter conduit; (3) a 1,920- 
foot-long, 12-inch-diameter penstock; (4) 
a powerhouse containing a single 
generating unit with an installed 
capacity of 952 kW; and (5) a 14,460- 
foot-long, 12-kV transmission line 
interconnecting to an existing PG&E 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 4.1 million 
kWh. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months during which time it would 
conduct technical, environmental and 
economic studies; and prepare an FERC 
license application. No new roads would 
be needed for conducting these studies. 
The Applicant estimates that the cost of 
undertaking these studies would be 
$25,000. 

1. Purpose of Project: Project power 
would be utilized by the Applicant for 
its customers. 

m. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A3, B, C. 

n. Agency Comments: D2. 

12a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No. 6733-000. 

c. Date filed: October 1, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Modesto Irrigation 
District. 

e. Name of Project: Long Canyon 
Creek. 

f. Location: On Long Canyon Creek, 
within the Eldorado National Forest, 
near Georgetown, Placer County, 
California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. A. Lee DeLano, 
Modesto Irrigation District, 1231-11th 
Street, Modesto, California 95352. 

i. Comment Date: January 6, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Project No. 
6485. Date Filed: July 6, 1982. 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) A 
5-foot-high, 30-foot-long concrete 
diversion structure; (2) an 11,700-foot- 
long, 36-inch-diameter conduit; (3) a 
1,500-foot-long, 30-inch-diameter 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing a 
single generating unit with an installed 
capacity of 1,360 kW; and (5) a 10,500- 
foot-long, 12-kV transmission. line 
interconnecting to an existing PG&E 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 5.8 million 
kWh. 


A preliminary permit, if issued, does 
not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months during which time it would 
conduct technical, environmental and 


56543 


economic studies; and prepare and 
FERC license application. No new roads 
would be needed for conducting these 
studies. The Applicant estimates that 
the cost of undertaking these studies 
would be $45,000. ; 

1. Purpose of Project: Project power 
would be utilized by the Applicant for 
its customers. 

m. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A3, B, C, 
D2. 

13a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. ¥ 

b. Project No. 6735-000. 

c. Date Filed: October 1, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Modesto Irrigation 
District. 

e. Name of Project: Duncan Canyon 
Creek. 

f. Location: On Duncan Canyon Creek, 
within the El Dorado National Forest, 
near Georgetown, Placer County, 
California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. A. Lee DeLano, 
Modesto Irrigation District, 1231-11th 
Street, Modesto, California 95352. 

i. Comment Date: January 6, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Project No. 
6486 Date Filed: July 6, 1982. 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) A 
5-foot-high, 30-foot-long concrete 
diversion structure; (2) a 25,800-foot- 
long, 48-inch-diameter conduit; (3) a 
1,600-foot-long, 36-inch-diameter 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing a 
single generating unit with an installed 
capacity of 4,760 kW; and (5) a 2,100- 
foot-long, 12-kV transmission line 
interconnecting to an existing PG&E 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 20.6 million 
kWh. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months during which time it would 
conduct technical, environmental and 
economic studies; and prepare an FERC 
license application. No new roads would 
be needed for conducting these studies. 
The Applicant estimates that the cost of 
undertaking these studies would be 
$45,000. 

1. Purpose of Project: Project power 
would be utilized by the Applicant for 
its customers. 

m. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A3, B, C. 

n. Agency Comments: D2. 

14a. Type of Application: Exemption 
from Licensing. 

b. Project No: 6775-000. 

c. Date Filed: October 18, 1982. 
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d. Applicant: The Winchester Water 
Control District & Elektra Power 
Corporation. 

e. Name of Project: Winchester Dam 
Hydroelectric Project. 

f. Location: North Umpqua River, near 
Winchester, Douglas County, Orgeon. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the 
Energy Security Act, 16 U.S.C. 2705 and 
2708 as amended. 

h. Contact Person: Mr. D. Dixon 
Collins, 744 San Antonio Road, Palo 
Alto, California 94304. 

i. Comment Date: Januany 21, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) The 
Applicant's existing 17-foot-high, 450- 
foot-long Winchester Dam; (2) an intake 
structure within the northwest abutment 
of the dam; (3) a 25-foot-wide, 59-foot- 
long concrete channel; (4) a powerhouse 
at the foot of the dam containing two 
generating units with a total installed 
capacity of 1,300 kW; (5) a 40-foot-wide, 
300-foot-long tailrace channel; and (6) a 
120-foot-long transmission line to 
connect to an existing Pacific Power and 
Light Company's (PP&LC) transmission 
line. The estimated average annual 
energy generation of 8,863,000 kWh 
would be sold to PP&LC. 

k. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A1, B, C 
and D3a. 

15a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No.: 6829-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 4, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Power Resources 
Development Corporation. 

e. Name of Project: Sandy Creek 
Project. 

f. Location: Sandy Creek, Jefferson 
County, New York. 

g- Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Roger P. Swanson, 
49 Onondaga Street, Skaneateles, New 
York 13152. 

i. Comment Date: February 16, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An existing 
masonry gravity dam, 12 feet high and 
130 feet long; (2) a reservoir with a 
surface area of 2.6 acres, a storage 
capacity of 6 acre-feet, and a normal 
water surface elevation of 628 m.s.L; (3) 
an existing 5-foot diameter steel 
penstock 40 feet long; (4) a new 
powerhouse containing one 420 kW 
generating unit; (5) a new tailrace; (6) a 
new switchyard; (7) a new transmission 
line; and (8) appurtenant facilities. The 
Applicant estimates the annual average 
energy production would be 2,200,000 
kWh. The existing project facilities are 
owned by Lawrence R. Taft. 


k. Purpose of Project: Project power 
would be sold to Niagara Mohawk 
Power Corporation. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
A4c, B and C. 

m. Agency Comments: D2. 

n. Proposed Scope of Studies under 
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months, during which time the Applicant 
would perform studies to determine the 
feasibility of the project. Depending 
upon the outcome of the studies, the 
Applicant would decide whether to 
proceed with an application for FERC 
license. Applicant estimates the cost of 
the studies under the permit would be 
$27,500. 

16a. Type of Application: Exemption 
from licensing (5MW or less). 

b. Project No.: 6830-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 4, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Woods Creek, Inc. and 
Burlington Northern Railroad Company. 

e. Name of Project: Proctor Creek 
Hydroelectric. 

f. Location: On Proctor Creek in 
Snohomish County, Washington; 
partially within Snoqualmie National 
Forest. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the 
Energy Security Act of 1980 (16 U.S.C. 
2705 and 2708 as amended). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Neil H. 
Macdonald, Woods Creek, Inc., 14 South 
Idaho Street, Seattle, Washington 98134. 

i. Comment Date: January 12, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Project No. 
6176. Date Filed: April 7, 1982 and 
Project No. 6532, filed July 16, 1982. 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) A 
6-foot-high timber diversion weir with 
crest at elevation 1606 feet; (2) a 36-inch- 
diameter, 15,300-foot-long steel 
penstock; (3) a powerhouse at elevation 
320 feet containing a turbine-generating 
unit rated at 2.4 MW and an average 
annual energy output of 10.2 GWh; (4) a 
75-foot-long tailrace; (5) a 1,000-foot-long 
transmission line; and (6) a new 500- 
foot-long roadway. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A1, B, C, 
and D3a. 

17a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No. 6843-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 15, 1982. 

d. Applicant: City of Ithaca. 

e. Name of Project: 30-Foot Dam 
Project. 

f. Location: Six Mile Creek, Tompkins 
County, New York. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)}-825(r). 
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h. Contact Person: Mr. Jay Ryder, 
Halliwell Associates, Inc., 865 
Waterman Avenue, East Providence, 
Rhode Island 02914. 

i. Comment Date: January 11, 1983. 

j. Competing Application: Project No. 
6519-000 Date.Filed: July 15, 1982. 

k. Description of Project: The 
proposed project would consist of: (1) - 
The existing concrete arch 30-Foot Dam, 
30 feet high and 65 feet long; (2) a 
reservoir having a surface area of 20 
acres, storage capacity of 287 acre-feet, 
and an normal water surface elevation 
of 583.5 feet m.s.1.; (3) an existing 2-foot 
diameter pipeline 4900 feet long 
extending to; (4) a new powerhouse 
containing one new generating unit with 
a capacity of 810 kW; and (5) 
appurtenant facilities. Applicant owns 
all of the existing facilities. Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 2,838,240 
kWh. 


1. Purpose of Project: All project power 
would be sold to New York State 
Electric and Gas Company. 

m. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A3, B, C, 
D2. 

n. Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 18 
months, during which time the Applicant 
would perform studies to determine the 
feasibility of the project. Depending 
upon the outcome of the Studies, the 
Applicant would decide whether to 
proceed with an application for FERC 
license. Applicant estimates the cost of 
the studies under permit would be 
$25,400. 

18a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No: 6848-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 12, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Dixfield Power 
Company. . 

e. Name of Project: Dixfield. 

f. Location: Near the town of Dixfield, 
Oxford County, Maine. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791{a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Harry S. D. 
Adams, Manager, Hydroelectric 
Resources, P.O. Box 50, One Jefferson 
Square, Boise, Idaho 83728. 

i. Comment Date: February 22, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A new 25- 
foot high, 550-foot long earthen dam 
with a concrete spillway section; (2) an 
183-acre reservoir with a total storage 
capacity of 1,830 acre-feet at elevation 
410 feet M.S.L.; (3) a new powerhouse 
built integrally with the dam containing 
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turbine-generators with a total rated 
capacity of 5,325 kW; (4) a 200-foot long 
tailrace channel with a tailwater 
elevation of 390 feet M.S.L.; (5) a 300- 
foot long transmission line; and (6) 
appurtenant facilities. The project would 
generate up to 32,000,000 kWh annually. 

k. Purpose of Project: Energy produced 
at the project would be sold to the local 
utility. 

1, This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4b, 
A4c, A4d, B and C. 

m. Agency Comments: D2. 

n. Proposed Scope of Studies under 
Permit: A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorized construction. The 
work proposed under the preliminary 
permit would include economic analysis, 
preparation of preliminary engineering 
plans, geotechnical tests including test 
pits and borings in the vicinity of the 
proposed dam, and a study of 
environmental impacts. Disturbed areas 
would be restored upon completion of 
geotechnical tests. Based on results of 
these studies, Applicant would decide 
whether to proceed with more detailed 
studies and the preparation of a 
application for license to construct and 
operate the project. Applicant estimates 
that the cost of the work to be 
performed under the preliminary permit 
would be up to $300.000. 

19a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No: 6854-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 15, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Brown's Industries, Inc. 

e. Name of Project: Brown's Pond 
Hydroelectric Project. 

f. Location: On Lake Fork, Payette 
River, in Valley County, near McCall, 
Idaho. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a) — 825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Judd W. 
DeBoer, President, Brown's Industries, 
Inc., P.O. Box 100, Eagle, Idaho 83616; 
with a copy to: Mr. Eric Schultz, CH2M 
Hill, 700 Clearwater Lane, P.O. Box 8748, 
Boise, Idaho 83707. 

i. Comment Date: February 22, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) The existing 
1,200-acre-foot Brown's Pond created by 
an existing earthfill embankment, 45 feet 
high and 400 feet long belonging to 
Edward A. Cruzen, Warren H. Brown, 
and Jayne J. Brown; (2) a new intake 
structure; (3) a new penstock 42 inches 
in diameter and 4,250 feet in length; (4) a 
powerhouse to contain a reaction-type, 
turbine-generating unit with a rated 
capacity of 750 kW operating under a 
head of 92 feet and producing 2.5 million 
kWhs of energy annually; (5) a 3.5-mile- 
long, 12.5-kV transmission line to 
connect to an existing Idaho Power 


, 


Company line; and (6) appurtenant 
facilities. 

A preliminary permit, if issued, does 
not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks a 36-month permit to 
study the feasibility of constructing and 
operating the project. No new roads 
would be required to conduct the 
feasibility studies. 

k. Purpose of Project: The project 
energy would be sold to Idaho Power 
Company. 

l. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
A4c, B, C and D2. 

20a. Type of Application: Preliminary 


_ Permit. 


b. Project No. 6855-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 15, 1982. 

d. Applicant: Mendocino County. 

e. Name of Project: McKee Park Water 
Power Project. 

f. Location: On East Fork Russian 
River, Mendocino County, near Potter 
Valley, California. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a) — 825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Albert P. 
Beltrami, County Administrative Officer, 
County of Mendocino, Courthouse — 
Room 110, Ukiah, California 95482. 

i. Comment Date: February 22, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An 
approximately 10-foot-high by 120-foot- 
long diversion dam; (2) a 350-foot-long 
flume; (3) a powerhouse with an 
installed capacity of 450 kW operating 
under a head of 17 feet and producing 
2.5 million kWhs of energy annually; 
and (4) a 660-foot-long, 12-kV 
transmission line to connect to an 
existing Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company line. A preliminary permit, if 
issued, does not authorize construction. 
The Applicant seeks a 36-month permit 
to study the feasibility of constructing 
and operating the project. No new road 
would be required to conduct the 
studies. 

k. Purpose of Project: The project 
energy is proposed to be sold to Pacific 
Gas and Electric Company. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4b, 
A4c, A4d, B, C and D2. 

21a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No. 6857-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 17, 1982. 

d. Applicant: City of Yakima. 

e. Name of Project: Yakima Diversion 
Dam Hydroelectric Project. 

f. Location: On Naches River, in 
Yakima County, Washington. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Mr. Richard A. 
Zais, Jr., City Manager, City of Yakima, 
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129 North Second Steet, Yakima, 
Washington 98902, with a copy to: Mr. 
John Mayo, CH2M Hill, P.O. Box 9249, 
Yakima, Washington 98909. 

i. Comment Date: February 16, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) The existing 
City of Yakima’s 8-foot-high by 190-foot- 
long diversion dam; (2) a new intake 
structure; (3) a new forebay canal; (4) a 
powerhouse with an installed capacity 
of 650 kW; (5) a tailrace channel; (6) a 
4.1 kV, 0.4-mile-long transmission line to 
connect to an existing Pacific Power and 
Light Company and; (7) a new 
substation. The powerhouse would 
operate under a net head of 6 feet with a 
design flow of 1,500 cfs producing 3.5 
million kWhs of energy annually. A 
permit, if issued, does not allow 
construction. The Applicant seeks a 24- 
month permit to study the feasibility of 
constructing and operating the proposed 
project. No new road would be required 
to conduct the studies. 

k. Purpose of Project: The project 
energy would be sold to a private or a 
public utility. 

|. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
Adc, B, C and D2. 

22a. Type of Application: Preliminary 
Permit. 

b. Project No. P-6862-000. 

c. Date Filed: November 18, 1982. 

d. Applicant: City of Lewiston, Maine. 

e. Name of Project: Lewiston Falls. 

f. Location: City of Lewiston, 
Androscoggin County, Maine. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: FPA, 16 U.S.C. 
791(a)-825(r). 

h. Contact Person: Anthony W. 
Buxton, Preti, Flaherty and Beliveua, 
One Memorial Circle, Augusta, Maine 
04330. 

i. Comment Date: February 11, 1983. 

j. Description of Project: The proposed 
project would utilize water from the 
existing canal system currently licensed 
as Project No. 2302 to Union Water 
Power Company. The Applicant 
proposes to study the feasibility of 7 
alternative schemes of development 
basically comprised of: (1) Renovation 
of existing unlicensed turbine- 
generators along the canal system with 
a total rated capacity of up to 13.7 MW; 
or (2) construction of an entirely new 
powerhouse containing turbine- 
generators with a total rated capacity of 
up to 30.0 MW located in the vicinity of 
the Applicant's existing pumping station 
and the east abutment of dam #4; or (3) 
various combinations of refurbished 
existing facilities and construction of 
new facilities with a total rated capacity 
of up to 34.5 MW. Energy would be 
transmitted to the existing Central 
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Maine Power Company substation 
located in the immediate vicinity of the 
project on Mill Street. The project would 
generate up to 147,660,000 kWh 
annually. The existing facilities are 
owned by Union Water Power 
Company, Central Maine Power 
Company, W.S. Libbey Company and 
the Applicant. 

k. Purpose of the Project: Energy 
produced at the project would be sold to 
the local utility. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: A4a, 
Adc, B, C and D2. 

Competing Applications 

A1. Exemptions for Small 
Hydroelectric Power Project under 5MW 
Capacity—Any qualified license 
applicant desiring to file a competing 
application must submit to the 
Commission, on or before the specified 
comment date for the particular 
application, either a competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days after 
the specified comment date for the 
particular application. Applications for 
preliminary permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and 
(c) (1982). A competing license 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d). 

A2. Applications for License—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
must submit to the Commission, on or 
before the specified comment date for 
the particular application, either the 
competing application itself (see 18 CFR 
4.33 (a) and (d), and Part 16, where 
applicable) or a notice of intent (see 18 
CFR 4.33 (b) and (c)) to file a competing 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file an acceptable competing 
application no later than the time 
specified in § 4.33(c) or §§ 4.101 to 4.104 
(1982). 

A3. Public notice of the filing of the 
initial application, which has already 
been given, established the due date for 
filing competing applications or notices 
of intent. In accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations, no competing 
application for license, exemption or 
preliminary permit, or notices of intent 
to file competing applications, will be 
accepted for filing in response to this 
notice (see 18 CFR 4.30 to 4.33 or 
§§ 4.101 to 4.104 (1982), as appropriate). 
Any application for license or 
exemption from licensing, or notice of 


intent to file a license or an exemption 
application, must be filed in accordance 
with the Commission's regulations (see 
18 CFR 4.30 to 4.33 or §§4.104 (1982), as 
appropriate). 


Preliminary Permits 


A4a. Existing Dam or Natural Water 
Features Project—Anyone desiring to 
file a competing application for 
preliminary permit for a proposed 
project at an existing dam or natural 
water feature project, must submit the 
competing application to the 
Commission on or before 30-days after 
the specified comment date for the 
particular application (see 18 CFR 4.30 
to 4.33 (1982)). A notice of intent to file a 
competing application for preliminary 
permit will not be accepted for filing. 

A4b. No Existing Dam—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit for a proposed 
project where no dam exists or there are 
proposed to be major modifications, 
must submit to the Commission on or 
before the specified comment date for 
the particular application, the competing 
application itself, or a notice of intent to 
file such an application (see 18 CFR 4.30 
to 4.33 (1982)). 

A4c. The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before the specified comment date for 
the particular application. Any 
application for license or exemption 
from licensing must be filed in 
accordance with the Commission's 
regulations (see 18 CFR 4.30 to 4.33 or 
§§ 4.101 to 4.104 (1982), as appropriate). 

A4d. submission of a timely notice of 
intent to file an application for 
preliminary permit allows an interest 
person to file an acceptable competing 
application for preliminary permit no 
later than 60 days after the specified 
comment date for the particular 
application. 

B. Comments, Protests, or Motions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, .211, .214 
(1982). In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but only those who file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or motions to intervene must 
be received on or before the specified 
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comment date for the particular 
application. 

C. Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST” or “MOTION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable and the 
Project Number of the particular 
application to which the filing is in 
response. Any of the above named 
documents must be filed by providing 
the original and the number of copies 
required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room, 208RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application or motion to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the 
particular application. 


Agency Comments 


D1. License applications (5 MW or 
less capacity)}—Federal, State, and local 
agencies that receive this notice through 
direct mailing from the Commission are 
requested to provide comments pursuant 
to the Federal Power Act, the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act, the 
Endangered Species Act, The National 
Historic Preservation Act, the Historical 
and Archeological Preservation Act, the 
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub. 
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable 
statutes. No other formal requests for 
comments will be made. 

Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
issuance of a license. A copy of the 
application may be obtained directly 
from the Applicant. If an agency does 
not file comments with the Commission 
within the time set for filing comments, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency's 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

D2. Preliminary permit applications— 
Federal, State, and local agencies are 
invited to file comments on the 
described application. (A copy of the 
application may be obtained by 
agencies directly from the Applicant.) If 
an agency does not file comments within 
the time specified for filing comments, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 
One copy of an agency's comments must 
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also be sent to the Applicant's 
representatives. 

D3a. Exemption applications (5 MW 
or less capacity)—The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the State Fish and 
Game agency(ies) are requested, for the 
purposes set forth in Section 408 of the 
Act, to file within 60 days from the date 
of issuance of this notice appropriate 
terms and conditions to protect any fish 
and wildlife resources or to otherwise 
carry out the provisions of the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act. General 
comments concerning the project and its 
resources are requested; however, 
specific terms and conditions to be 
included as a condition of exemption 
must be clearly identified in the agency 
letter. If an agency does not file terms 
and conditions within this time period. 
that agency will be presumed to have 
none. Other Federal, State, and local 
agencies are requested to provide any 
comments they may have in accordance 
with their duties and responsibilities. No 
other formal requests for comments will 
be made. Comments should be confined 
to substative issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency's 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

D3b. Exemption applications 
(Conduit)}—The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, The National Marine Fisheries 
Service, and the State Fish and Game 
agency(ies) are requested, for the 
purposes set forth in Section 30 of the 
Act, to file within 45 days from the date 
of issuance of this notice appropriate 
terms and conditions to protect any fish 
and wildlife resources or otherwise 
carry out the provisions of the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act. General 
comments concerning the project and its 
resources are requested; however, 
specific terms and conditions to be 
included as a condition of exemption 
must be clearly identified in the agency 
letter. If an agency does not file terms 
and conditions within this time period, 
that agency will be presumed to have 
none. Other Federal, State, and local 
agencies are requested to provide 
comments they may have in accordance 
with their duties and responsibilities. No 
other formal requests for comments will 
be made. Comments should be confined 
to substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments with 45 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency's 


comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 


Dated: December 13, 1982. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 82-34291 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


Office of the Secretary 
[Docket No. EP-40-82-1] 


Energy Emergency Preparedness 


AGENCY: Office of Environmental 
Protection, Safety, and Emergency 
Preparedness, DOE. . 


ACTION: Notice of Availability of 
Reports. 


SUMMARY: On August 3, 1982, the 
President signed into law the Energy 
Emergency Preparedness Act of 1982 
(EEPA, the Act) (Pub. L. 97-229) (42 
U.S.C. 6202-6245). The Act, among other 
provisions, adopted a series of 
amendments to certain available legal 
authorities related to the International 
Energy Program, the Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve (SPR), and other emergency 
preparedness programs. It further 
prescribed a variety of actions to be 
pursued to include the preparation and 
submission to Congress of an SPR 
Drawdown Plan, an SPR Drawdown and 
Distribution Report, a Regional 
Petroleum Reserve Report, a Strategic 
Alcohol Fuel Reserve Report, and a 
report setting forth Comprehensive 
Energy Emergency Response 
Procedures. The latter three reports are 
due to the Congress on December 31, 
1982, and are being prepared. 

The SPR Drawdown Plan and the SPR 
Drawdown and Distribution Report 
were due to the Congress on December 
1, 1982. The purpose of this Notice of 
Availability is to advise that the 
President has approved the documents, 
and forwarded them to the Congress on 
the prescribed date. Two other items 
were also made available on December 
1. President Reagan transmitted to 
Congress the finding required by section 
4(a) of EEPA concerning the fill rate for 
the SPR. In addition, the DOE released a 
report entitled “Issues and Analysis on 
the Use of the SPR: Staff Paper on 
Department of Energy Approaches and 
Current Status of Studies” (DOE/EP- 
0075). 

This Notice also summarizes the 
principal comments offered by the 
public in response to a Notice of Inquiry 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 29, 1982 (47 FR 42801). That 
Notice solicited advice and comment 
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from the public with regard to each of 
the requirements set forth in the Act. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ronald L. Winkler, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Energy Emergencies, Forrestal Building, 
Room 3G-072 (Mail Stop EP-40), 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 252-2443. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: I. 
Summary of the SPR Drawdown Plan. 
Section 4(c) of the EEPA required that a 
new SPR Drawdown Plan be supplied to 
the Congress as a substitute for a Plan 
which has been in effect since 
November 15, 1979. Under a provision of 
the Act, the new Plan (Amendment No. 
4) took immediate effect on the date it 
was transmitted to Congress. 

The revised SPR Drawdown Plan 
(Amendment No. 4 to the SPR Plan) 
establishes new procedures for the 
drawdown, sale, and distribution of SPR 
oil in the event of a severe energy 
supply disruption, or to fullfill the 
obligations of the United States under 
the International Energy Program. The 
Plan is premised on the Administration's 
commitment to unencumbered free 
market adjustments to an energy 
shortage as the most reliable means of 
rapidly and efficiently distributing SPR 
oil in the event of an energy emergency. 
Accordingly, SPR oil will be sold 
wherever practicable to the widest 
range of buyers through price 
competitive sales. 

Key features of SPR Plan Amendment 
No. 4 include the following departures 
from the Plan it supplants: 

(1) References to potential Federal 
allocation of petroleum resources have 
been excised to reflect the President's 
rescission of petroleum allocation and 
price controls in January 1981, and the 
expiration of the Emergency Petroleum 
Allocation Act of 1974, This serves to 
buttress and underscore the 
Administration's belief in the reliability 
and efficacy of free market adjustments 
to energy disruptions. 

(2) The sale for those quantities of 
SPR oil which the President releases will 
be made at market prices. At least 90 
percent of the quantity sold in a given 
month will be sold on a price 
competitive basis, with awards going to 
the highest bidders. 

(3) To further enhance the competitive 
character of SPR sales, the universe of 
buyers eligible to bid for SPR oil has 
been expanded to include all 
responsible buyers. The previous Plan 
had restricted the universe of eligible 
buyers to include only domestic refiners. 
The expansion of the buyer universe 
will be as large as possible to ensure the 





maximum efficient distribution of SPR 
oil. Nonetheless, an important 
consideration in the process of selling 
SPR oil will be an assurance that sale 
and delivery schedules can be met, and 
a standard sales agreement which must 
be signed by all bidders will include 
measures which will guarantee the 
financial and performance responsibility 
of successful bidders to pay for and take 
timely delivery of SPR oil. 

(4) As a measure of last resort, the 
new Plan permits the distribution of up 
to 10 percent of the volume of SPR oil 
released in any calendar month to 
specified buyers. Such directed 
distributions will be made in a manner 
determined by the Secretary of Energy. 
The price for such SPR oil will be the 
average price of SPR oil sold at the 
contemporaneous competitive sale, or at 
the most recent competitive sale, if no 
contemporaneous competitive sale is 
held. The Plan also provides for the 
temporary storage of SPR oil at SPR 
sites, where the Secretary of Energy 
deems this to be in the national interest. 

Il. Summary of the SPR Drawdown 
and Distribution Report. Section 6{b) of 
the EEPA required that an SPR 
Drawdown and Distribution Report 
which addresses the basic procedures 
and policies governing the use of the 
SPR be supplied to the Congress. The 
Report serves as a companion document 
and supplement to the SPR Drawdown 
Plan. 

The Report underscores the 
Administration's policy of reliance on 
market mechanisms to distribute and 
price available petroleum supplies, 
including the SPR, during periods of 
disruption. It includes a summary of the 
legal authorities governing a SPR 
drawdown, a discussion of the 
objectives of SPR oil deployment, and a 
review of those factors which must be 
considered in making a SPR drawdown 
decision. Several illustrative scenarios 
are presented to indicate how various 
market factors may combine to 
influence a decision to deploy the SPR. 

The Report also stresses the 
impracticability of establishing in 
advance any specific “trigger” or 
formula for a decision to use the SPR 
because of the wide and unpredictable 
range of conditions which may occur, 
and can only be known with clarity at 
the time of a supply disruption. The 
effects of such uncertainties on the 
decisionmaking process are addressed, 
as is an overview of contracting 
procedures for the sale of SPR oil. 

Because of substantial changes in 
policies established by SPR Plan 
Amendment No. 4, current sales 
procedures are now being revised. 


Ill. Summary of Public Comments. As 
a consequence of the Notice of Inquiry 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 29, 1982, 62 responses were 
received by the Department of Energy as 
of November 15, 1982. The majority of 
comments were provided by the 


‘petroleum industry and State 


governments, with the balance of 
comments having been provided by 
various associations and private sector 
groups. Most of the comments related to 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and the 
conditions of its use, and these are 
summarized below. Although a 
summary of comments related to the 
Regional Petroleum Reserve, the 
Strategic Alcohol Fuel Reserve, and the 
Comprehensive Energy Emergency 
Response Procedures will be provided 
after these reports have been 
transmitted to the Congress, they are 
occasionally referenced below to afford 
an improved perspective on commentor 
views. The principal comments provided 
were as follows: 

(1) Among the larger companies of the 
oil industry, only Ashland, Arco, and 
Sun cited the desirability for allocation 
and price controls for SPR sales during 
severe energy emergencies. The 
remainder, including the American 
Petroleum Institute (API), which 
represented an industry viewpoint, were 
in favor of maximum competitive free 
market operations. All would limit 
buyers to bona fide refiners except 
Getty, which called for inclusion of “all 
domestic enterprises.” All cited the need 
for flexibility in the timing and rate of a 
SPR drawdown except Getty, which 
recommended a 1 million barrel per day 
(MMBD) import shortfall trigger. The 
API also provided recommendations for 
greater Government and industry 
cooperation through the establishment 
of advisory groups, which may require 
additional antitrust and/or confliit-of- 
interest protection, and for the Federal 
preeemption of State emergency plans 
which may conflict with those of the 
Federal Government. 

(2) Independent refiners called for 
some form of special treatment in the 
distribution of SPR oil, including SPR oil 
allocations or preferred access 
provisions for their use. They believe 
that the Federal Government should 
preempt conflicting State emergency 
plans, and that the SPR buyer universe 
of eligible bidders should be limited to 
refiners alone. 

(3) Distributors, marketers, and 
importers called for the expansion of the 
buyer universe to include importers, 
special access to SPR oil for 
independents and importers, the 
preemption of conflicting State plans, 
the early use of SPR oil in an energy 
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emergency, and Government 
intervention to assure the equitable 
distribution of SPR oil to those in need. 

(4) Most Government-related entities, 
including the States, the National 
Governors’ Association, and the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
supported the establishment of Regional 
Petroleum Reserves. Most questioned 
the efficacy and equity of the free 
market in providing energy supplies to 
regions and certain individuals in the 
event of a severe energy supply 
shortage. Many recommended Federal 
intervention of some type in the 
marketplace in an emergency, and 
called for the establishment of such 
procedures as the standby allocation of 
SPR oil and, in some cases, even 
rationing. Puerto Rico was especially 
concerned about its unique and extreme 
dependency on foreign imports, and 
asserted that reliance on a free market 
approach to dealing with energy 
emergencies would result in shortages 
and shutdowns in the oil and 
petrochemical industries of the 
Commonwealth. 

(5) Unrestrained free-market response 
in the event of an energy disruption was 
supported by petrochemical companies, 
the American Iron and Steel Institute 
(AISI), the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Industrial Oil Consumers Group 
(IOCG), which includes, among others, 
ALCOA, General Motors, Bethlehem 
Steel, ARMCO, and U.S. Steel. Some 
emphasized the advantages of 
maintaining Presidential flexibility in 
selecting the rate and timing of a SPR 
drawdown during a shortage. The 
petrochemical respondents 
recommended expanding the SPR buyer 
universe to include all domestic buyers 
who are willing and able to process the 
oil received. 

(6) To help assure that SPR oil reaches 
the marketplace rapidly in an 
emergency, the IOCG, supported by 
AISI, recommended monthly precrisis 
sales of rights to SPR oil. Actual 
distribution would occur only after a 
Presidential finding of a severe supply 
shortage, and would include up to 10 
percent of the SPR oil in storage. Only 
domestic refiners with operating 
capacity would be eligible, competitive 
bidding with no set-asides would 


.prevail, and a defense override would 


be provided. The AISI would also set a 
price floor at the spot price plus a 
premium. In this way, the IOCG believes 
use of the SPR oil would result in rapid 
national supply enhancement, price 
containment, and increased public 
confidence in actions being undertaken 
by the Government to deal with a 
shortage. 
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(7) The need for allocation priorities 
was strongly supported by the 
agriculture and food industry, the 
Vehicular Highway Transportation 
Industry, and Southern California 
Edison (SCE). Transportation companies 
were concerned with the confusion that 
might arise from differing State energy 
emergency plans, while the SCE 
supported the need for Regional 
Petroleum Reserves. The food industry 
respondents strongly pressed the 
argument that the food chain's 
vulnerability and criticality made some 
sort of allocation for their purposes 
essential. They noted that they may be 
forced to seek Congressional legislation 
to ensure SPR supplies for the food 
industry if this guarantee were not 
forthcoming in the SPR Drawdown Plan. 

(8) In general, the expansion of the 
buyer universe was supported by those 
advocating free market approaches to 
the sale of SPR oil, while most of those 
who advocated the allocation of SPR oil 
for specific buyers or purposes called for 
the restriction of buyer eligibility. 
Concerning the timing and drawdown 
rate of the SPR oil during an emergency, 
there appeared to be general agreement 
that a SPR oil drawdown should occur 
in the early stages of a disruption to 
have the maximum beneficial effect on 
supply enhancement, prices, and public 
confidence in the remedial measures 
being pursued by the Government and 
the private sector. 

IV. All comments received with regard 
to the Notice of Inquiry from the public 
are available for public inspection in the 
DOE Reading Room, room IE-190, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20585, 
between 8:00 a.m and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. The docket number 
designation is “Energy Emergency 
Preparedness, Docket No. EP-40-82-1" 

Copies of the SPR Drawdown Plan 
(DOE/EP-0073) and the SPR Drawdown 
and Distribution Report (DOE/EP-0074), 
as well as the Staff Paper (DOE/EP- 
0075) and the Presidential Finding, may 
be obtained by writing or contacting the 
DOE office of Public Affairs, Room 1E- 
218 Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20585; (202) 252-5568, 

Dated: December 10, 1982. 

William A. Vaughan, 

Assistant Secretary, Environmental 
Protection, Safety and Emergency 
Preparedness. 

[FR Doc. 82-34250 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


European Atomic Energy Community; 
Proposed Subsequent Arrangement 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C, 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses 
of Atomic Energy, as amended, and the 
Agreement for Cooperation Between the 
Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of Austria 
Concerning Civil Uses of Atomic Energy, 
as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreements involves approval of the 
following retransfer: 

RTD/AT(EU})-59, from the Federal Republic 
of Germany to Austria, coated particles 
containing 2.80 grams of uranium, enriched to 
90% in U-235, for post-irradiation 
examination. It is planned to return this 
material to the Federal Republic of Germany 
for disposal following conclusion of these 
tests. 


In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 


For the Department of Energy. 
Dated: December 14, 1982. 
George Bradley, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-34302 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


European Atomic Energy Community; 
Proposed Subsequent Arrangement 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of 
proposed “subsequent arrangements” 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses 
of Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangements to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreement involve approvai of the 
following sales: 

Contract Number S-EU-756, to 
Kernforschungsanlage Julich, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, 25 grams of natural 
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uranium, for use as standard reference 
material. 

Contract Number S-EU-757, to the Central 
Bureau for Nuclear Measurements, Belgium, 
0.002 grams of plutonium-244, 9.997 grams of 
plutonium-239, and 0.005 grams of uranium- 
233, for use as standard reference materials. 


In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that the 
furnishing of these nuclear materials 
will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security. 

These subsequent arrangements will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 


For the Department of Energy. 
Dated: December 14, 1982. 
George Bradley, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82~34303 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Norway and Sweden; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangement 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Agreements for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Governments 
of Norway and Sweden Concerning 
Civil Uses of Atomic Energy, as 
amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreements involves approval of the 
following retransfer: 

RTD/NO (SW)-13, from Sweden to 
Norway, uranium samples containing 8,000 
grams of uranium, enriched to an average of 
3.5% in U-235, for analysis of uranium 
content, enrichment, and rare earth metals. 
After completion of analyses, the material 
will be disposed of as waste. 


In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: December 14, 1982. 

George Bradley, 


Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs. 


[FR Doc. 62-34304 Filed 12-16-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-™ 
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Sweden; Proposed Subsequent 
Arrangement 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Agreement for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of Sweden Concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreement involves approval of the 
following sale: Contract Number S-SW- 
60, to the Lunds Universitet, Lund, 
Sweden, 0.5 micrograms of thorium-229, 
to be used as a radiochemical 
determinant to measure thorium-230, 
thorium-228, and thorium-232 in 
environmental samples. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that the 
furnishing of the nuclear material will 
not be inimical to the common defense 
and security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 


For the Department of Energy. 
Dated: December 14, 1982. 
George Bradley, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs. 
{FR Doc. 82-3405 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[OPTS-59111; TSH-FRL-2271-4] 


Certain Chemicals; Premanufacture 
Exemption Applications 


AGENCY: Environmental protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA may upon application 
exempt any person from the 
premanufacturing notification 
requirements of section 5(a) or (b) of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) to 
permit the person to manufacture or 
process a chemical for test marketing 
purposes under section 5(h)(1) of TSCA. 
Requirements for test marketing 
exemption (TME) applications, which 
must either be approved or denied 
within 45 days of receipt, are discussed 
in EPA's revised statement of interim 
policy published in the Federal Register 
of November 7, 1980:(45 FR 74378). This 
notice, issued under section 5{h)(6) of 
TSCA, announces receipt of two 


applications for exemptions, provides a 
summary, and requests comments on the 
appropriateness of granting each of the 
exemptions. 

DATE: Written comments by: December 
30, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Written.comments, identified 
by the document control number 
“{OPTS-59111}” and the specific TME 
number should be sent to: Document 
Control Officer (TS—793), Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Management Support Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-401, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
DC 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Margaret Stasikowski, Acting Chief, 
Notice Review Branch, Chemical 
Control Division (TS-794), Office of 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Rm. E-216, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, DC 20460. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following notice contains information 
extracted from the non-confidential 
version of the submission previded by 
the manufacturer on the TME received 
by EPA. The complete non-confidential 
document is available in the Public 
Reading Room E-107. 


TME 83-14 


Close of Review Period. January 19, 
1983. 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Chlorinated, oleated, 
hydrocarbon polymer: 

Use. Confidential. Prod. range: 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Clean out and disposal: 
dermal. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Release only by accidental spill. 
Disposal by RCRA (Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act) 
approved methods. 


TME 83-15 


Close of Review Period. January 22, 
1983. 

Importer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) (Substituted) 
anthracenylimino-(substituted) 
carbomonocyelic acid alkyl amine salt. 

Use/Import. Confidential. The test 
marketing substance will be used in an 
open use that will release < 2'kg of the 
substance to the environment. Import 
range: Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: > 8,000 
mg/kg; Irritation: Skin—Non-irritating, 
Eye—Non-irritating. 

Exposure. Use: dermal, a maximum of 
5 workers, up to 2. hrs/da; up.to 2 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Less than 2 kg/yr released to air. 
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Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Woodson W. Bercaw, 
Acting Director, Management Support 
Division. 
[FR Doc. 82-34287 Filed'12~16-2; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[A-9-FRL 2269-4] 


Extension of Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration Permit for Arizona Public 
Services Company, Cholla Generating 
Station Unit No. 5. 


AGENCY: Environmental! Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of Final Action om PSD 
Permit Extension. 


SUMMARY: On April 23, 1981, the 
Arizona Public Services Company (APS) 
requested an extension until December 
31, 1984 for the date by which 
construction must recommence for 
Cholla Unit No. 5 at the Cholla 
Generating Station, Navajo County, 
Arizona. In the August 11, 1982 Federal 
Register (47 FR 34854) EPA proposed to 
approve this extension request for Unit 
No. 5. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Solomon, New Source Section (A- 
3-1), Air Operations Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 9, 215 Fremont Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94105, telephone (415) 
974-8240. 

DATE: This action is effective February 
15, 1983. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 15, 1978, the EPA granted APS 
a Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
(PSD) Approval to Construct (NSR 4-1- 
2, AZP 78-01) for Cholla Unit No. 5, a 
350 MW coal-fired steam-electric 
generating unit, at the Cholla Generating 
Station near Joseph City, Navajo 
County, Arizona. The Cholla Generating 
Station currently consists of one (1) 115 
MW unit, two (2) 250 MW units and one 
(1) 350 MW unit. All four units are coal 
fired and in operation. APS commenced 
construction pursuant to 40:CFR 
52.21(b)(8) on Cholla No. 5 on July 31, 
1978. The information provided to EPA 
by APS indicated that APS had entered 
into site-specific contracts, which could 
not be cancelled or modified without 
substantial loss, to undertake a program 
of construction of Cholla No. 5 to be 
completed within a reasonable time. 
APS temporarily suspended 
construction of Cholla No. 5 on August 
2, 1978, and on December 12, 1980'a 
termination notice was sent to the 
construction contractor. On April 23, 
1981 APS requested from EPA an 
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extension of the period of time for which 
construction may be discontinued. The 
PSD regulations provide for a period of 
discontinued construction not to exceed 
eighteen months. A longer period of time 
would invalidate the PSD permit. The 
company requested that the permit 
remain valid until December 31, 1984, by 
which time construction is scheduled to 
continue. 

In its request to EPA the company 
stated that since the issuance of the PSD 


permit, due to unforeseen circumstances, 


peak load forecasts underwent some 
major revisions. The letter cites 
customer initiated reduction in electric 
consumption, economic uncertainties, 
reduced growth predictions for the state, 
a company initiated load management 
and energy conservation program and 
other factors relating to reduce demand. 
In support of it request the company 
noted adverse financial, environmental, 
scheduling and other impacts that would 
result from APS having to submit a new 
permit application for Cholla Unit No. 5. 

EPA reviewed APS's request and in 
the August 11, 1982 Federal Register 
proposed to approve the extension 
provided prior to commencing 
construction APS (1) submits to EPA for 
approval a new Best Available Control 
Technology (BACT) analysis for Cholla 
No. 5 at least as stringent as the existing 
permit and NSPS Subpart Da, and (2) 
reaffirm its commitment to begin 
construction by December 31, 1984 
should any other major source express 
an interest in constructing in the impact 
area, but would be limited by the 
available increment. In that Federal 
Register Notice EPA states that the 
unforseen reduction in consumer 
demand is sufficient justification for an 
extension of the construction 
discontinuance period. EPA believed it 
would be unwise to require the company 
to proceed with construction absent the 
need for additional electrical capacity. 
At the same time, EPA believes that as 
long as APS remains committed to 
proceeding with the construction, it 
would be wasteful of both the 
company’s and the Agency’s resources 
to invalidate the company’s present PSD 
permit and require another PSD review 
of the project prior to December 31, 1984. 
This is especially true since APS must 
update Cholla No. 5 BACT to conform 
with the most current standards and will 
be held accountable should increment 
consumption in the area become a 
problem. 

A thirty day public comment period 
was provided for interested parties to 
comment on EPA's proposed approval. 
Comments were specifically solicited 
from the State of Arizona as to the 


appropriateness of the proposed 
extension since it affects the use of the 
PSD increment. EPA received one 
comment on its proposed approval 
submitted by the Arizona Department of 
Health Services (ADHS). ADHS agreed 
with the extension until December 31, 
1984 provided they are furnished a copy 
of the new BACT analysis for comment 
and approval, and are also furnished a 
copy of APS's reaffirmed commitment to 
begin construction by December 31, 
1984. 

EPA has reviewed the comments 
received and has determined that the 
extension requested by APS for 
construction of Unit No. 5 is acceptable. 
Therefore, EPA approves the extension 
request. Construction of APS’s Cholla 
Unit No. 5 must commence by December 
31, 1984. Furthermore, prior to 
commencement of construction, APS 
must (1) submit to EPA and ADHS for 
approval a new BACT analysis for 
Cholla No. 5 at least as stringent as the 
existing permit and NSPS subpart Da, 
and (2) reaffirm its commitment to begin 
construction by December 31, 1984 
should any other major source express 
an interest in constructing in the impact 
area, but would be limited by the 
available increment. 

Today's action may be considered 
final agency action on the extension 
request submitted by APS. Under 
Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act, 
judicial review of this action is available 
only by the filing of a petition for review 
in the United States Court of Appeals 
for the appropriate circuit on or before 
February 15, 1983. Under Section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’s notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements. 

Dated: December 7, 1982. 

Sonia F. Crow, 

Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-34288 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[ER-FRL-2271-5] 
Agency Statements 


Availability of Environmental Impact 
Statements Filed Dec. 6 Through Dec. 10, 
1982 Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 1506.9 


RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: Office of Federal 
Activities, General Information, 382- 
5075 or 382-5076 

Corps of Engineers: 

EIS No. 820788, Draft, COE, LA, PRO, 
Terrebonne Parish Forced Drainage 
System, Construction, Permit, Due: Jan. 
31, 1983. 
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EIS No. 820789, Final, COE, OH, Fairfield/ 
Pleasant Run Water Resources 
Development Hamilton/Butler Co., Due: 
Jan. 17, 1983. 

Department of Interior: 

EIS No. 820792, Draft, IBR, SEV, MT, WY, 
PRO, Yellowtail-Boysen Reservoirs 
Industrial Water Service Plan, Due: Feb. 
7, 1983. 

EIS No. 820794, Final, MMS, SEV, ATL, 
1983 OCS, Oil and Gas Lease Sale +76, 
Mid-Atlantic, Due: Jan. 17, 1983. 

Department of Transportation: 

EIS No. 820793, Draft, FHW, IL, Windsor 
Rd., Construction, Mattis Ave. to Phila 
Rd., Champaign County, Due: Feb. 1, 
1983. 

EIS No. 820790, Draft, FHW, PA, Vine 
Street Improvement, 17th Street to I-95, 
Philadelphia County, Due: Feb. 15, 1983. 

EIS No. 820786, Final, FHW, SEV, ND, MT, 
Mondak Bridge Construction, ND-1804 to 
ND-58, Missouri River, Due: Jan. 17, 1983. 

EIS No. 820785, Final, FHW, OR, Coalbank 
Slough Bridge/Oregon Coast Hwy./OR- 
101 Replacement, Coos Co., Due: Jan. 17, 
1983. 

EIS No. 820787, Final, FHW, WI, WI-29 
Improvement, CTS-S to Deerbrook Lane, 
Marathon County, Due: Jan. 17, 1983. 

EIS No. 820784, DSuppl, FHW, MD, I-83 
Corridor Improvements, Gay Street to I- 
95, Baltimore County, Due: Jan. 31, 1983. 

EIS No. 820791, DSuppl, FHW, PA, 1-279, 
Ft. Duquesne Bridge to I-79 & I-579, 
Crosstown Blvd. to I-279, Due: Feb. 13, 
1983, 

Environmental Protection Agency: 

EIS No. 820782, Draft, EPA, REG, Synthetic 
Fiber Production Facilities, Emissions, 
Standards, Due: Feb. 11, 1983. 

Department of Agriculture: 

EIS No. 820783, Draft, AFS, SEV, NM, AZ, 
Coronado National Forest, Land and 
Resource Management Plan, Due: Mar. 
11, 1983. 

Amended Notices: 

EIS No. 820758, Draft, SCS, AR, Larkin 
Creek Watershed Flood Protection Plan, 
Lee & St. Francis Cos. *Published FR 12/ 
03/83—Review period reestablished due 
to noncompletion of distribution, Due: 
Jan. 31, 1983.* 

EIS No. 820772, Final, FHW, OR, SW 185th 
Ave./Tualatin Valley Highway 
Intersection Improvement. *Published FR 
12/10/82—Incorrect due date, Due: Jan. 7, 
1983.* 

Dated: December 14, 1982. 

Louis J. Cordia, 

Acting Director Office of Federal Activities. 
[FR Doc. 82-34293 Filed 12-16-82; 6:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[Docket No. ECAO-CD-81-2; ORD-FRL 
2269-8] 


Air Quality Criteria Document for Lead; 
Public Meeting 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of public meeting. 
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summanvy: A series of preliminary peer- 
review workshops will be held in 
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
on January 18-19-20, 1983 to facilitate 
scientific and technical evaluation of 
some of the working draft chapters of 
the Air Quality Criteria Document for 
Lead. These workshops, which will be 
held in the main auditorium of the 
National Institute of Environmental 
Health Sciences (South Campus) in 
Research Triangle Park, N.C., will begin 
at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, January 18, with 
discussions of the effects of lead on the 
nervous, hematopoetic, renal, and other 
organ systems. This workshop is 
expected to end at 5:30 p.m., as are all 
the others. The workshop convening at 
8:30 a.m. on Wednesday, January 19, 
will cover environmental concentrations 
and potential exposures and the 
epidemiological assessment of such 
exposures. The workshop beginning at 
8:30 a.m. on Thursday, January 20, will 
complete discussions of the 
epidemiological assessnfent of the 
effects of lead exposure and take up the 
subject of risk evaluation based on 
these assessments. The public is invited 
to attend as observers. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. David Weil, Project Manager, 
Environmental Criteria and Assessment 
Office, MD-52, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Research Triangle 
Park, N.C. 27711, telephone: 919/541- 
4163. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
existing Air Quality Criteria Document 
for Lead (EPA-600/8-77-017) is being 
updated and revised pursuant to 
Sections 108 and 109 of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §§ 7408 and 
7409, and will be used as a basis for the 
review and, as appropriate, revision of 
the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard (NAAQS) for lead. As part of 
this process, EPA is assembling a panel 
consisting of its consulting authors and 
contributors, EPA personnel and other 
scientific and technically qualified 
persons selected by EPA to discuss the 
proposed revisions and suggest ways of 
resolving outstanding issues. 
Subsequent to these workshops, 
revisions of the draft Air Quality 
Criteria Document for Lead will be 
made and the document released as an 
External Review Draft sometime in 
March or April, 1983. This External 
Review draft will be available for public 
comment during a 90-day period 
immediately following that release. In 
order to obtain a single copy of the 
External Review Draft as soon as it is 
available, interested parties should 
write to ORD Publications (Lead Doc), 


P.O. Box 14189, Cincinnati, Ohio 45214 
at this time and provide their mailing 
addresses. Further instructions 
regarding the External Review Draft and 
its subsequent public comment period 
will be forthcoming in a Federal Register 
announcement of its release. 

Persons wishing to attend the 
upcoming January 18-20, 1983, 
workshops as observers should contact 
David Weil (see “Further Information” 
above). Copies of the draft chapters tq 
be discussed will be provided at the 
meeting to such observers, who will 
have an opportunity to make brief oral 
statements should they so desire. Ample 
opportunity for public review of the 
revised chapters and submission of 
written comments will be provided 
when the first external review draft of 
the entire document is submitted for 
EPA Science Advisory Board review. 

Detailed notes of the meeting will be 
kept by EPA, containing an accurate 
summary of key matters discussed and 
conclusions reached. These notes, 
preliminary chapter drafts discussed at 
the meeting, and other materials 
provided for or produced collectively at 
the meeting will be included in the 
docket established for the review of the 
lead document (Docket No. ECAO-CD- 
81-2). The docket is available for 
inspection and copying between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. at EPA 
headquarters in the Central Docket 
Section (A-130), Gallery 1, West Tower, 
Waterside Mall, 401 “M” Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 


Dated: December 3, 1982. 
Courtney Riordan, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Research 
and Development (RD-672). 
[FR Doc. 82-34286 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


[SAB-FRL 2269-7] 


Science Advisory Board Executive 
Committee, Open Meeting 


Under Pub. L. 92-463, notice if hereby 
given of a meeting of the Executive 
Committee of the Science Advisory 
Board. The meeting will be held January 
5-6, 1983 starting at 9:15 a.m. in Room 
1101 West Tower, EPA Headquarters, 
401 M Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 

The major purpose of the meeting is to 
enable the Committee to provide its 
advice and comment to EPA on 
Research Outlook 1983, the annual 
update of the Agency's five-year 
research and development plan. The 
Committee will also discuss plans for 
the review of the Agency's Program 
Integration Project, hear reports of 
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standing committees of the Board, as 
well as other issues of member interest. 
The meeting is open to the public. Any 
member of the public wishing to obtain 
information or participate should 
contract Terry F. Yosie (202) 382-4126 by 
close of business December 29, 1982. 
Terry F. Yosie, 
Acting Staff Director, Science Advisory 
Board. 


December 10, 1982. 
{FR Doc. 82-34294 Filed 12-16-62; 8:45 am| 


BILLING CODE 6560-50-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Reconsideration Sought on 
Amendment of § 61.38 of The Rules 


Notice is hereby given of the receipt of 
a petition for reconsideration of an 
October 8, 1982, Memorandum Opinion 
and Order (FCC 82-436, mimeo 32190) 
amending § 61.38 of the rules. 

The petition for reconsideration was 
filed by Satellite Business Systems and 
is available for inspection at the 
Commission's Offices, Room 520 at 1919 
M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20554, 
(202) 632-6917. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

December 9, 1982. 

{FR Doc. 82-34172 Filed 12-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 


Community Federal Savings and Loan 
Association (Hialeah, Fla.); 
Reappointment of Conservator 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(6)(A) of the Home Owners’ Loan 
Act of 1933, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1464(d)(6)(A) (1976)), the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board reappointed William 
F. Andrews as conservator of 
Community Federal Savings and Loan 
Association, Hialeah, Florida, effective 
as of December 14, 1982. 

Dated: December 14, 1982. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 
Gregory B. Smith, 

Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-34328 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
{Docket No. 82-57] 


Clark international Marketing S.A., a 
Division of Clark Equipment Co. v. 
Venezuelan Line; Filing of Compiaint 
and Assignment 


Notice is given that a complaint filed 
by Clark International Marketing S.A., a 
division of Clark Equipment Company 
against Venezuelan Line was served 
December 7, 1982. Complainant alleges 
that respondent has subjected it to an 
overcharge of rates for ocean 
transportation in violation of section 
18(b)(3) of the Shipping Act, 1916. 

This proceeding has been assigned to 
Administrative Law Judge Charles E. 
Morgan. Hearing in this matter, if any is 
held, shall commence within the time 
limitations prescribed in 46 CFR 502.61. 
The hearing shall include oral testimony 
and cross-examination in the discretion 
of the presiding officer only upon proper 
showing that there are genuine issues of 
material fact that cannot be resolved on 
the basis of sworn statements, 
affidavits, depositions, or other 
documents or that the nature of the 
matter in issue is such that an oral 
hearing and cross-examination are 
necessary for the development of an 
adequate record. 

Francis C, Hurney, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-34228 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


{Docket No. 82-59] 


General Electric Co. v. Moller 
Steamship Co., Inc.; Filing of 
Complaint and Assignment 


Notice is given that a complaint filed 
by General Electric Company against 
Moller Steamship Company, Inc. was 
served December 10, 1982. Complainant 
alleges that respondent has subjected it 
to excessive charges for ocean freight. 

This proceeding has been assigned to 
Administrative Law Judge Charles E. 
Morgan. Hearing in this matter, if any is 
held, shall commence within the time 
limitations prescribed in 46 CFR 502.61. 
The hearing shall include oral testimony 
and cross-examination in the discretion 
of the presiding officer only upon proper 
showing that there are genuine issues of 
material fact that cannot be resolved on 
the basis of sworn statements, 
affidavits, depositions or other 
documents or that the nature of the 
matter in issue is such that on oral 

~ hearing and cross-examination are 


necessary for the development of an 
adequate record. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-34229 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 





GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


Change in Office Names and 
Addresses 


In furtherance of GSA’s continuing 
program to reduce office space and to 
consolidate related functions, on 
September 28, 1982, the Transportation 
and Public Utilities Service (TPUS) and 
the Office of Personal Property (DP), 
Federal Property Resources Service 
(FPRS), were abolished. The TPUS 
functions of freight transportation, 
traffic management, travel services, fleet 
management, interagency motor pools 
and automotive contracting and the 
FPRS functions of personal property 
utilization and disposal, together with 
their respective staffs, were transferred 
to the new Office of Personal Property 
(OPP), General Services Administration. 

These offices were moved to Crystal 
Mall Building 4, 1941 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, Va. 

The old office names and the 
corresponding new OPP office names 
and room and telephone numbers are as 
follows: 


New OPP office names, 


Old office names room and telephone numbers 


Office of Transportation (YT), 
Room 412, Telephone: 
(703) 557-1273. 

Automotive Commodity 
Center (YA), Room 420, 
Telephone: (703) 557- 
0473. 

Office of Personal Property......| Office of Property Manage- 

ment (YM), Room 1019, 

Telephone: (703) 557- 

1240. 


Office of Transportation and 
Travel Management and 
Office of Motor Equipment 

Office of Automotive Man- 
agement 


Dated: December 3, 1982. 
L. L. Mitchell, 
Assistant Administrator for Personal 
Property. 
{FR Doc. 82~34265 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-AM-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


Advisory Committee; Meeting 
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 
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SUMMARY: This notice announces a 
forthcoming meeting of a public 
advisory committee of the Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA). This notice 
also sets forth a summary of the 
procedures governing committee 
meetings and methods by which 
interested persons may participate in 
open public hearings conducted by the 
committees and is issued under section 
10(a) (1) and (2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 Siat. 
770-776 (5 U.S.C. App. I)), and FDA 
regulations (21 CFR Part 14) relating to 
advisory committees. The following 
advisory committee meeting is 
announced: 


Vaccines and Related Biological 
Products Advisory Committee 


Date, time, and place. January 20 and 
21, 9 a.m., Rm. 121, Bldg. 29, 8800 
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD. 

Type of meeting and contact person. 
Open public hearing, January 20, 9:05 
a.m. to 10:05 a.m., unless public 
participation does not occur or last that 
long; open committee discussion, 10:05 
a.m. to 11:30 a.m.; closed committee 
deliberations, 11:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; 
open committee discussion, January 21, 
9 a.m. to 4 p.m.; closed committee 
deliberations, 4 p.m. to 4:45 p.m.; Jack 
Gertzog, Office of Biologics, National 
Center for Drugs and Biologics (HFN-6), 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301- 
443-5455. 

General function of the committee. 
The committee reviews and evaluates 
data on the safety and effectiveness of 
vaccines and related biological products 
intended for use in the diagnosis, 
prevention, or treatment of human 
diseases. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Any 
interested persons may present data, 
information, or views, orally or in 
writing on issues pending before the 
committee. 

Open committee discussion. The 
committee will discuss procedures for 
review of the Office of Biologics 
research program and will review a 
number of Category IIIA products which 
are to be reclassified in accordance with 
the final rule published in the Federal 
Register of October 5, 1982 (47 FR 
44062). 

Closed committee deliberations. The 
committee will discuss trade secret or 
confidential commercial information 
relevant to pending license applications. 
This portion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of this 
information (5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4)). 
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Ophthalmic Device Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel 


Date, time, and place. January 27 and 
28, 9 a.m., Auditorium, 200 Independence 
Ave. SW., Washington, DC. 

Type of meeting and contact person. 
Open public hearing, January 27, 9 a.m. 
to 10 a.m.; open committee discussion, 
10 a.m. to 1 p.m.; closed committee 
deliberations, 2 p.m. to 5 p.m.; open 
public hearing, January 28, 9 a.m. to 10 
a.m.; open committee discussion, 10 a.m. 
to 1 p.m.; closed committee 
deliberations, 2 p.m. to 3 p.m.; open 
committee discussion, 3 p.m. to 5 p.m.; 
Dr. George C. Murray, National Center 
for Devices and Radiological Health 
(HFK-460), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7940. 

General function of committee. The 
Committee reviews and evaluates 
available data on the safety and 
effectiveness of devices currently in use 
and makes recommendations for their 
regulation. The Committee also reviews 
data on new devices and makes 
recommendations regarding their safety 
and effectiveness and their suitability 
for marketing. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. 
Interested persons may present data, 
information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
Committee. Those desiring to make 
formal presentations should notify the 
executive secretary before January 12, 
1983, and submit a brief statement of the 
general nature of the evidence or 
arguments they wish to present, the 
names and addresses of proposed 
participants, and an indication of the 
approximate time required to make their 
comments. 


Open committee discussion. On 
January 27, the Committee will discuss 
general issues relating to approvals of 
premarket approval applications 
(PMA’'s) for intraocular lenses (IOL's) 
and specific PMA’s for IOL's. If 
discussion of all pertinent IOL issues is 
not completed, discussion will be 
continued the following day. On January 
28, the Committee may discuss PMA’s or 
general issues relating to contact lenses 
or other ophthalmic products. 


Closed committee deliberations. On 
January 27 and 28, the Committee will 
conduct reviews of PMA's for IOL 
applications. On January 28, the 
Committee may also discuss trade 
secret or confidential commercial 
information relevant to PMA’s for 
contact lens products. These portions of 
the meeting will be closed to permit 


discussion of this information (5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)). 

Each public advisory committee 
meeting listed above may have as many 
as four separable portions: (1) An open 
public hearing, (2) an open committee 
discussion, (3) a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee 
deliberation. Every advisory committee 
meeting shall have an open public 
hearing portion. Whether or not it also 
includes any of the other three portions 
will depend upon the specific meeting 
involved. The dates and times reserved 
for the separate portions of each 
committee meeting are listed above. 

The open public hearing portion of 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour 
long unless public participation does not 
last that long. It is emphasized, however, 
that the 1 hour time limit for an open 
public hearing represents a minimum 
rather than a maximum time for public 
participation, and an open public 
hearing may last for whatever longer 
period the committee chairman 
determines will facilitate the 
committee's work. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published 
in this Federal Register notice. Changes 
in the agenda will be announced at the 
beginning of the open portion of a 
meeting. 

Any interested person who wishes to 
be assured of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either 
orally or in writing, prior to the meeting. 
Any person attending the hearing who 
does not in advance of the meeting 
request an opportunity to speak will be 
allowed to make an oral presentation at 
the hearing’s conclusion, if time permits, 
at the chairman's discretion. 

Persons interested in specific agenda 
items to be discussed in open session 
may ascertain from the contact person 
the approximate time of discussion. 

A list of committee members and 
summary minutes of meetings may be 
requested from the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. The FDA regulations 
relating to public advisory committees 
may be found in 21 CFR Part 14. 

The Commissioner, with the 
concurrence of the Chief Counsel, has 
determined for the reasons stated that 
those portions of the advisory 
committee meetings so designated in 
this notice shall be.closed. The Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), as 
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amended by the Government in the 
Sunshine Act (Pub. L. 94-409), permits 
such closed advisory committee 
meetings in certain circumstances. 
Those portions of a meeting designated 
as closed, however, shall be closed for 
the shortest possible time, consistent 
with the intent of the cited statutes. 

The FACA, as amended, provides that 
a portion of a meeting may be closed 
where the matter for discussion involves 
a trade secret; commercial or financial 
information that is privileged or 
confidential; information of a personal 
nature, disclosure of which would be a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of —_ 
personal privacy; investigatory files 
compiled for law enforcement purposes; 
information the premature disclosure of 
which would be likely to significantly 
frustrate implementation of a proposed 
agency action; and information in 
certain other instances not generally 
relevant to FDA matters. 

Examples of portions of FDA advisory 
committee meetings that ordinarily may 
be closed, where necessary and in 
accordance with FACA criteria, include 
the review, discussion, and evaluation 
of drafts of regulations or guidelines or 
similar preexisting internal agency 
documents, but only if their premature 
disclosure is likely to significantly 
frustrate implementation of proposed 
agency action; review of trade secrets 
and confidential commercial or financial 
information submitted to the agency; 
consideration of matters involving 
investigatory files compiled for law 
enforcement purposes; and review of 
matters, such as personnel records or 
individual patient records, where 
disclosure would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. 

Examples of portions of FDA advisory 
committee meetings that ordinarily shall 
not be closed include the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of general 
preclinical and clinical test protocols 
and procedures for a class of drugs or 
devices; consideration of labeling 
requirements for a class of marketed 
drugs or devices; review of data and 
information on specific investigational 
or marketed drugs and devices that have 
previously been made public; 
presentation of any other data or 
information that is not exempt from 
public disclosure pursuant to the FACA, 
as amended; and, notably deliberative 
sessions to formulate advice and 
recommendations to the agency on 
matters that do not independently 
justify closing. 
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Dated: December 9, 1982. 
Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
{FR Doc. 82-34093 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


(Docket No. 82M-0366] 


Bausch & Lomb Optics Center; 
Premarket Approval of SOFLENS* 
(Polymacon) Bifocal Contact Lens 
P.A.1™ Lens Series 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
approval of the supplemental 
application for premarket approval 
under the Medical Device Amendments 
of 1976 of the SOFLENS® (polymacon) 
Bifocal Contact Lens P.A.1™ Lens Series 
sponsored by Bausch & Lomb Optics 
Center, Rochester, NY. After reviewing 
the recommendation of the Ophthalmic 
Device Section of the Ophthalmic; Ear, 
Nose, and Throat; and Dental Devices 
Panel, FDA notified the sponsor that the 
application was approved because the 
device had been shown to be safe and 
effective for use as recommended in the 
submitted labeling. 

DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by January 17, 1983. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, National Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (HFK- 
402), Food and Drug Administration, 
8757 Georgia Ave., Silver Spring, MD 
20910; 301-427-7445. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 26, 1982, Bausch & Lomb Optics 
Center, Rochester, NY, submitted to 
FDA a supplemental application for 
premarket approval of the SOFLENS* 
(polymacon) Bifocal Contact Lens 
P.A.17m Lens Series for daily wear by 
not-aphakic hyperopic and myopic 
presbyopic persons with nondiseased 
eyes who require up to 2.00 diopters (D) 
of refractive add. The lens is available 
in the power range of —4.00 D to +2.00 
D and provides a nominal 1.50 D of 
refractive add. The application was 
reviewed by the Ophthalmic Device 
Section of the Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, 
and Throat; and Dental Devices Panel, 
an FDA adtisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application. On November 16, 1982, FDA 


approved the application by a letter to 
the sponsor from the Associate Director 
for Device Evaluation of the Office of 
Medical Devices. 

Before enactment of the medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 (the 
amendments) (Pub. L. 94-295, 90 Stat. 
539-583), soft contact lenses and 
solutions were regulated as new drugs. 
Because the amendments broadened the 
definition of the term “device” in section 
201(h) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 U.S.C. 321(h)), 
soft contact lenses and solutions are 
now regulated as class III devices 
(premarket approval). As FDA 
explained in a notice published in the 
Federal Register of December 16, 1977 
(42 FR 63472), the amendments provide 
transitional provisions to ensure 
continuation of premarket approval 
requirements for class III devices 
formerly regulated as new drugs. 
Furthermore, FDA requires, as a 
condition to approval, that sponsors of 
applications and supplemental 
applications for premarket approval of 
soft contact lenses or solutions comply 
with the records and reports provisions 
of Part 310 (21 CFR Part 310), Subpart D, 
until these provisions are replaced by 
similar requirements under the 
amendments. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA's 
approval is based is on file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above), and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Office of Medical 
Devices—contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 

The labeling of approved soft contact 
lenses states that the lenses are to be 
used only with certain solutions for 
disinfection and other purposes. The 
restrictive labeling informs new users 
that they must avoid using certain 
products, such as solutions intended for 
use with hard contact lenses. However, 
the restrictive labeling needs to be 
updated periodically to refer to new lens 
solutions that FDA approves for use 
with approved contact lenses. A sponsor 
who fails to update the restrictive 
labeling may violate the misbranding 
provisions of section 502 of the act (21 
U.S.C. 352) as well as the Federal Trade 
Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 41-58), as 
amended by the Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty-Federal Trade Commission 
Improvement Act (Pub. L. 93-637). 
Furthermore, failure to update restrictive 
labeling to refer to new solutions that 
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may be used with an approved lens may 
be grounds for withdrawing approval of 
the application for the lens under 
section 515(e)(1)(F) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(e)(1)(F)). Accordingly, whenever 
FDA publishes a notice in the Federal 
Register of the agency’s approval of a 
new solution for use with an approved 
lens, the sponsor of the lens shall correct 
its labeling to refer to the new solution 
at the next printing or at any other time 
FDA prescribes by letter to the sponsor. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)) authorizes any interested 
person to petition, under section 515(g) 
of the act (21 U.S.C. 360e(g)), for 
administrative review of FDA's decision 
to approve this supplemental 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA’s administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and FDA's 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration of FDA action under 
§ 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). A petitioner 
shall identify the form of review 
requested (hearing or independent 
advisory committee) and shall submit 
with the petition supporting data and 
information showing that there is a 
genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issues 
to be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before January 17, 1983, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 


Dated: December 9, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-34094 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 
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[Docket No. 82F-0349 


Calgon Corp.; Filing of Food Additive 
Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that Calgon Corp. has filed a petition 
proposing that the food additive 
regulations be amended to provide for 
the safe use of copolymers of 
diallyldimethylammonium chloride and 
acrylamide as a retention and/or 
drainage aid employed in the 
manufacture of paper and paperboard 
intended to contact food. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Vir Anand, Bureau of Foods (HFF-334), 
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C St. 
SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202-472- 
5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348{b)(5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 3B3677) has been filed by 
Calgon Corp., Calgon Center, Box 1346, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15230, proposing that 
§ 176.170(a)(5) (21 CFR 176.170(a)(5)) be 
amended by broadening the weight ratio 
specification of the monomers in the 
substance “Diallyldimethylammonium 
chloride with acrylamide,” listed 
therein, from a fixed 50-50 ratio to a 
range of ratios where the maximum 
weight percent of either 
diallyldimethylammonium chloride or 
acrylamide does not exceed 85 percent. 

The potential environmental impact of 
this action is being reviewed. If the 
agency finds that an environmental 
impact statement is not required and 
this petition results in a regulation, the 
notice of availability of the agency's 
finding of no significant impact and the 
evidence supporting that finding will be 
published with the regulation in the 
Federal Register in accordance with 21 
CFR 25.40{c) (proposed December 11, 
1979; 44 FR 71742). 

Dated: December 12, 1982. 
Sanford A. Miller, 
Director, Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc. 82~-34096 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


Consumer Participation; Open Meeting 
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
following consumer exchange meeting: 
Dallas District Office, chaired by James 
E. Anderson, District Director. 


DATE: Tuesday, January 11, 1983, 5:30 
p.m. to 7:30 p.m. 

ADDRESS: Downstairs Meeting Room, 
Ramada Inn, Texarkana, TX. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Hazel L. Wallace, Consumer Affairs 
Officer, Food and Drug Administration, 
Dallas District, 1200 Main Tower, Rm. 
1545, Dallas, TX 75202; 214-767-5433. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this meeting is to encourage 
dialogue between consumers and FDA 
officials, to identify and set priorities for 
current and future health concerns, to 
enhance understanding and exchange 
information between local consumers 
and FDA's District Offices, and to 
contribute to the agency's policymaking 
decisions on vital issues. 

Dated: December 10, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-34095 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82F-0347] 


Ciba-Geigy Corp.; Filing of Food 
Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that the Ciba-Geigy Corp. has filed a 
petition proposing that the food additive 
regulations be amended to provide for 
the expanded use of calcium 
bis[{monoethyl(3,5-di-tert-buty]-4- 
hydroxybenzy!)phosphonate] as an 
antioxidant and stabilizer for 
polypropylene, high-density 
polyethylene and other olefin polymers 
intended for food-contact applications 
without use temperature limitations. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Julia L. Ho, Bureau of Foods (HFF-334), 
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C 
St., SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
472-5690. : 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b){5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 2B3668) has been filed by 
Ciba-Geigy Corp., Three Skyline Dr., 
Hawthorne, NY 10532, proposing that 
Part 178 (21 CFR Part 178) of the food 
additive regulations be amended to 
provide for the expanded use of calcium 
bis[monoethyl(3,5-di-tert-buty]-4- 
hydroxybenzyl)phosphonate] as an 
antioxidant and stabilizer for 
polypropylene, high-density 
polyethylene complying with 
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§ 177.1520(c) items 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 and 
olefin copolymers complying with 

§ 177.1520(c) items 3.1 and 3.2, intended 
for food-contact applications without 
use temperature limitations. 

The agency has carefully considered 
the potential environmental effects of 
this action and has concluded that the 
action will not have a significant impact 
on the human environment and that an 
environmental impact statement is not 
required. The agency’s finding of no 
significant impact and the evidence 
supporting that finding may be seen in 
the Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday. 


Dated: December 6, 1982. 
Sanford A. Miller, 
Director, Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc. 82-34256 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[FDA-225-82-8400] 


Memorandum of Understanding With 
the Veterans Administration 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) has executed a 
memorandum of understanding with the 
Veterans Administration. The purpose 
of the understanding is to facilitate 
communication and encourage effective 
cooperation in the area of clinical 
research with investigational new drugs 
and medical devices, including 
biologicals. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 20, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Walter J. Kustka, Intergovernmental and 
Industry Affairs Staff (HFC-50), Food 
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443- 
1580. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with § 20.108(c) (21 CFR 
20.108(c)) stating that all agreements and 
memoranda of understanding between 
FDA and others shall be published in 
the Federal Register, the agency is 
publishing the following memorandum 
of understanding: 


Memorandum of Understanding Between 
Veterans Administration and the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
Food and Drug Administration 


I. Purpose 
The purpose of this Memorandin of 


Understanding is to identify specific 
responsibilities of the Veterans 
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Administration (VA) and the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) to facilitate 
communication and encourage effective 
cooperation between the agencies in the area 
of clinical research with investigational new 
drugs and medical devices, including 
biologicals. 


II. Background 


In 1977, in response to a congressional 
directive, FDA developed a program to 
assure the quality of bioresearch data 
intended to support the approval of new 
drugs, biologicals, and medical devices. 
Regulations were subsequently proposed, 
clarifying existing regulations and elucidating 
the responsibilities of investigators in 
conducting clinical trials. 

The main objectives of the clinical 
investigator program are to assure protection 
of investigational subjects; to assess through 
audit procedures, whether data submitted to 
FDA in specific studies are valid; and to 
determine the state of compliance of clinical 
investigators with the regulations. The FDA 
has applied the same standards of 
performance to Federal institutions and 
Government employees as has been applied 
to private industry. 


Ill. FDA’s Responsibilities 


A. FDA will provide the VA project officer 
with a list of VA clinical investigators FDA 
intends to inspect during a given fiscal 
quarter. 

B. FDA will notify the Medical Center 
Director at the VA Medical Center employing 
the investigator to be inspected to make 
suitable arrangements for the inspection. 

C. Following the inspection, FDA will make 
available to the VA project officer and the 
VA Medical Center Director a copy of any 
correspondence to the clinical investigator 
and, upon request, will make available to the 
VA project officer specific inspection reports 
and bureau reviews pertaining to VA clinical 
investigators. 

D. FDA will advise the VA, through the 
project officer, of any violative findings 
resulting from investigations into the 
performance of clinical investigtors employed 
by the VA, and will provide copies of any 
correspondence associated with a regulatory 
action. 


IV. VA's Responsibilities 


A. VA Central Office Research and 
Development will notify VA medical center 
directors of scheduled visits by FDA 
investigators in order to facilitate audits of 
studies of investigational new drugs and 
medical devices being conducted at VA 
facilities by VA investigators. 

B. The VA will facilitate access to 
administrative records and patient medical 
records associated with any investigational 
new drug and device research subject to FDA 
regulations and will also provide copies of 
those records upon the official request of an 
FDA investigator. Access to these records is 
authorized under the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 
U.S.C. 552a(b) (3) and (7)) and the VA 
confidentiality statutes (38 U.S.C. 3301(b)(3)), 
38 U.S.C. 3305(b)(1)(C) and 38 U.S.C. 
4132(b)(2)(B)). FDA personnel accessing drug, 
alcohol and sickle cell anemia treatment 
records subject to the confidentiality 


provisions of 38 U.S.C. 4132 are not permitted 
to redisclose patient identities, directly or 
indirectly, in any manner in any report or 
audit documents which are created in 
accordance with this MOU. Violations of 38 
U.S.C. 4132 may result in the imposition of 
fines and other adverse consequences. 

C. VA will review internal guidelines for 
clinical research with investigational new 
drugs and medical devices to assure that VA 
guidelines are consistent with FDA 
regulations for the conduct and reporting of 
investigational studies. 


V. Duration of Agreement 

This agreement shall become effective on 
the date of the last signature and shall 
continue in effect unless modified by mutual 
written consent or terminated by either party 
upon a ninety (90) day advance written 
notice to the other. 


VI. Project Officers 

Veterans Administration, Earl X. Freed, 
PH.D., Deputy Assistant Chief Medical 
Director for Research and Development 
(15A), Veterans Administration, 810 
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 
20420, 389-2616 

Food and Drug Administration, Ernest L. 
Brisson, Director, Bioresearch Monitoring 
Staff, HFC-30, Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, 443-2390 


Vil. Authority 

The authority for this agreement is 
contained in 21 U.S.C. 355 (i), (j); 357 (d), (e); 
360j(g); 372; 374; 379; 823(f); and 42 U.S.C. 241, 
242a, 262-264; and 38 U.S.C. 4101(c)(1) 
implemented by 38 CFR 2.6({a)(1). 


Approved and Accepted for the Veterans 
Administration. 


By: s/ Donald L. Custis, M.D., 
Title: Chief Medical Director. 


Dated: August 20, 1982. 

Approved and Accepted for the Food and 
Drug Administration. ~ 
By: s/ Joseph P. Hile, 

Title: Associate Commissioner for Regulatory 
Affairs. 

Dated: July 28, 1982. 

Effective date. This Memorandum of 
Understanding became effective August 
20, 1982. 

Dated: November 23, 1982. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

{FR Doc. 82-34254 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-82 


Health Resources and Services 
Administration 


Consultation With State and Local 
Officials Prior to Awarding Community 
Health Center Grants 


AGENCY: PHS, Health Resources and 
Services Administration. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: Section 1923 of the Public 
Health Service (PHS) Act (42 U.S.C. 
300y-2) requires that if a State does not 
apply for a Primary Care Block Grant 
under section 1924 of the PHS Act (42 
U.S.C. 300y-3), or does not qualify for 
such a grant, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services will use those 
funds not allotted to States participating 
in the block grant to make grants under 
section 330 of the PHS Act (42 U.S.C. 
254c) to individual community health 
centers (CHCs). Section 1923 also 
requires that the Secretary consult with 
the chief executive officer of the State 
and with appropriate local officials 
before making such grants for 
community health centers in a State. 
This notice describes the manner in 
which the Health Resources and 
Services Administration (HRSA) will 
fulfill the requirement for consultation. 
In addition, it solicits comments from 
local officials regarding CHCs in their 
areas. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Richard Bohrer, Acting Director, 
Division of Primary Care, Bureau of 
Health Care Delivery and Assistance, 
HRSA, Room 7A-55, Parklawn Building, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Meryland 
20857. Telephone number 301-443-2260. 


DATE: To be considered as part of the 
review process, comments must be 
received 45 days prior to the month of 
the CHC’s anniversary date (the 
expiration date of the CHC’s previous 
award). However, in the case of CHCs 
whose grants expire within 60 days of 
the date of the publication of this notice, 
the 45 day limit will not apply. 
Comments regarding such CHCs should 
be submitted as soon as possible in 
order to be considered in the grant 
review process. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be mailed 
to the appropriate Department of Health 
and Human Services Regional Office 
(see Appendix A). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In order 
to fulfill the statutory requirement 
discussed in the “Summary” section 
above, the Secretary, before making a 
grant to a CHC in a State, will consult 
by letter with the goverr r. In addition, 
through the publication of this notice, 
the Secretary invites written comments 
from local officials such as, but not 
limited to, mayors, county 
commissioners, State legislators, local 
health department officials, and health 
systems agencies regarding CHCs in 
their local areas. Comments, whether 
supportive or critical, should focus on 
the operation of and the need for the 
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particular CHC within the local area. 
Local officials who wish to discuss their 
written comments with HRSA staff 
should address such requests for 
consultation to the appropriate 
Department of Health and Human 
Services Regional Office (see Appendix 


A). 

A list of all currently funded CHCs 
which will be considered for funding in 
fiscal year 1983 is attached as Appendix 
B to this notice. Under the CHC 
program, grants are generally made for a 
one-year period The names, 
anniversary dates, and locations of the 
centers are listed in Appendix B. It 
should be noted that the name of a CHC 
grantee in the Department's records is 
not always the name by which its health 
delivery component is known in the 
community. Inclusion of CHCs’ names 
on the attached list does not imply 
availability of funds for grants to such 
centers or imply that any of the centers 
will actually be funded after a review of 
their application and performance. 

Before applying for fiscal year 1983 
CHC funding, individual CHCs should 
solicit letters concerning comments on 
the center's operation from State and 
local officials. Any such letters should 
be included in their applications for 
continued funding. 


Dated: December 10, 1962. 


Robert Graham, 
Administrator, Assistant Surgeon General. 


Appendix A 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


Regional Health Administrators - 


Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
I, John F. Kennedy Federal Building, 
Boston, Massachusetts 02203; (617) 223- 
6827 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
Il, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, New York 
10007; (212) 264-2560 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
Ill, P.O. Box 13716, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19101; (215) 596-6637 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
IV, 101 Marietta Tower, Suite 1007, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30323; (404) 221-2316 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
V, 300 South Wacker Drive, Chicago, 
Illinois 60606; (312) 353-1385 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
VI, 1200 Main Tower Building, Dallas, 
Texas 75202; (214) 655-3870 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
Vil, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106: (816) 374-3291 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
VIII, 19th and Stout Streets, Denver, 
Colorado 80294; (303) 837-4461 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
IX, 50 United Nations Plaza, San Francisco, 
California 94102; (415) 556-5810 

Regional Health Administrator, PHS—Region 
X, 2901 Third Avenue, Seattle, Washington 
98121; (206) 442-0430 


The health centers are listed below by an 
Identification Number, Anniversary Date, 
Health Center Name and City. 
identifi 


Anni- 
Cation | versary 
No. date 


Health center name and city 


Region | 
CONNECTICUT 


SW End Comm HC, Inc, Bnageport. 

Charter Oak-Rice Hts Hith Ctr, Hartford. 

Comm Hith Svcs, Inc, Hartford. 

Fair Haven Comm -Hith Clinic, New 
Haven. 

Hill Health Corp, New Haven. 


011270 
010810 
011830 
011260 
010060 


010070 


MAINE 

ST 

010360 0783 | Rural Comm HC in Maine, Med Care 
Dev, Augusta. 

Bethel Area HC, Bethel. 

Rural Hith Associates, Farmington. 

Sacopee Valley Hith Ctr, Kezar Falls. 

Northern ME Rural Health Program, Pres- 
que sie. 

010440 0483 | Penobscot Bay Med Assoc, Rockland. 

010460 0783 | Kennebec Valley Comm HC Proj Con, 


Waterville. 


MASSACHUSETTS 


011890 0183 | Joseph Smith Comm Hith Ctr, Aliston- 


Bnghton. 

North End Community Health Committee, 
Boston. 

Peninsula Hith Committee, inc, Boston. 

South Cove Comm HC, Boston. 

Neponset HC, Dorchester. 

Hull Med Ctr, Hutt. 

Lowell Gen Hosp, Lowell. 

Lynn Comm HC, Lynn. 

Mattapan Comm Hith Ctr, Mattapan. 

Greater New Bedford Com Health 
Center, New Bedford. 

Hith Associates of Provincetown, Provin- 
cetown. 

Manet Comm Hith (in Quincy), Quincy. 

Roxbury Comp Comm HC, Roxbury. 

Mohawk Valley Med Ctr in Shelbourne 
Falis, Shelbourne. 

0883 | Fam Hith & Social Svc Ctr, Worcester. 

0183 | Worthington Hith Assn, Worthington. 


0283 
0783 
0683 
0783 


012030 
010400 
011230 
010420 





010160 0783 
0183 
0783 
07863 
0183 
0783 
0983 
0183 
0883 


011950 
010710 
010170 
011560 
011460 
011430 
012010 
011930 
011190 0983 
011640 
010290 
011240 


0183 
0883 
0183 





010800 
010330 


NEw HAMPSHIRE 
011580 1083 | New Market Regional HC, New Market. 
ies aga adie en ise negee AR Roerlecipeta i aetna 


RHODE ISLAND 


——niceetthein yan nannvn are esa aaa nae 
0183 | Biackstoné Valley Comm.-Action, Central 
| Falls. 
0783 | Wood River Hith Svcs, Inc, Hope Valley. 
0783 | Providence Ambulatory Helath Care, 
Providence. 


VERMONT 





0783 | | Champlain Islands Hith Center, Grand 

Isle. 

0583 | Mountain Valley Hith Ctr, Londonderry. 

0783 | Northern Counties Hith Centers, inc, St 
Johnsbury. 





en 


020110 
020180 
021880 
021950 
020240 
020450 
021380 


021780 
021610 
021640 


021980 


022050 
021210 
021070 


020280 
021970 
020270 
021310 
021240 
020380 
020370 


020640 


021390 
021730 


021870 
020910 
020660 
021250 
021400 
021260 
020670 
020650 
020890 
020680 


021030 
020700 
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Bronx Lebanon Hosp Network, Bronx. 
Soundview Hith Ctr, Bronx. 

Martin Luther King, Jr HC, Bronx. 
Hunts Point Multi-Service HC, Bronx. 
Bronx. 

Montefiore Network, Bronx. 

Morris Heights Hith Ctr, Bronx. 
ee 


Hire a iilebesnas Family Care Facility, 
Brooklyn. 

L B Johnson Hith Complex, Inc, Brooklyn. 

ODA Primary Care Hith Ctr, Brooklyn. 

Church Charity Foundation of Long Is., 
Inc (Ralph Ave. Med. Care. Ctr), Brook- 


lyn. 
South Brooklyn HC, Brooklyn. 
St Mary's Hosp, Brooklyn. 
isan fae: demieaibinas 100, Brooktyn. 
North Jefferson Hith, Ciayton. 
Cortland Co Rural Hith Sys, Cortland. 
The Deposit Foundation, inc, Deposit. 
Schuyler Hosp Primary Care Program, 
Montour Falis. 
Neighborhood Hith Assoc of Mt. Vernon, 
Mt. Vernon. 
Chinatown Hith Clinic, New York. 
Council's Ambulatory Care Center, New 
York. 


East Harlem Council for Human Svcs, 
New York. 


Anthony L. Jordan Hith Cw, Rochester. 
Carver Community Hith Ctr, Schenectady. 
Syracuse Community Hith Ctr, Syracuse. 
Hudson Headwaters Hith Network, War- 


rensburg. 
Fam HC of Orange & Ulster Counties, 
inc, Warwick. 


PUERTO Rico 


Barceloneta RH Prog, Barceloneta. 

Camuy RHI, Camuy. 

Hosp Gen de Castaner, Castaner. 

Ciales Hith Ctr, Ciales. 

Florida RHI, Florida. 

Hatillo RHI, Hatillo. 

Loiza Comp Hith Svcs, Loiza. 

Central Areawide Hith Svcs, Naranjito. 

Patilias RHI, Patillas. 

Ponce Diagnostic & Treatment Ctr, Playa 
Ponce. 

Rincon RH Project, Rincon. 

Dr. J. S. Belaual Comm HC, Rio Piedras. 


Region It 
DELAWARE 





Region I 
New JERSEY 





021810 
020020 
021270 
021280 
021930 | 
020930 | 
020050 
021290 
021300 


Memorial Park Fam, Belcovitie. 

0183 | Bridgeton Hosp Assn, Bridgeton. 

0783 | Camcare Hith Corp, Camden. 

0183 | East Orange Gen Hosp, East Orange. 

10863 | Sa-Lantic Hith Svcs, Hammonton. 

1182 | North Jersey Comm Union, Newark. 

0183 | Calvary Baptist Comm Hith Ctr, Paterson. 

1083 | CHC of Paterson Hith Advocates (Ecu- 
menical Assoc for Urban Cons), Pater- 
son. 

0783 | Plainfield Hith Svcs Corp, Plainfieid. 

0483 | Henry J. Austin Hith Ctr, Trenton. 


0783 


| Human Resources, Atlantic City. 


021230 
020070 | 


0783 


031 = 


7 


=| 0683 


a Med ‘Advisory Council, Wi- 
mington. 


WasHineTon, D.C. 


| east of the River Health Assoc, Washing- 


euanones Health Plan Shaw CHC, Wash- 
ai 





033180 0783 | 


0783 
0183 


032810 
030110 


Svcs, Baltimore. 
Chesapeake Hith Pian, Baltimore. 
Constant Care CHC, Baltimore. 





030210 
031220 
030220 
030230 


032430 
030250 
032300 
031700 
030290 
032440 
033620 
032230 
032400 
031510 
033900 
030360 
032220 
033780 
033200 
032900 
030440 
033480 


032560 
030480 
030560 
031160 


030720 


031970 
032380 
032650 
033220 
031230 
033230 


032840 
030700 
032240 


031810 
030740 
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Big Valley Area Med Ctr, Belleville. 
North Penn Comp Hith Svcs, Blossburg. 
Broadtop Area Med Ctr, Broad Top City. 
Comm Med Ctr of Wash Co, Burgetts- 
town. 

Glendale Area Med Assoc, Coalport. 
The Valleys Comm Med Ctr, Dry Run. 
Cameron Co Hith Care Ctr, Emporium. 
Centerville Clinics, Fredericktown. 
Hamilton Hith Ctr, Harrisburg. 
Hyndman Area Med Ctr, Hyndman. 

SE Lancaster Prim Care, Lancaster. 
F.0.R. Sto-Rox NHC, McKees Rocks. 
Miners Clinic, Inc, New Kensington. 
North Cambria Hith Scvs, Patton. 
Northeast Butler, Petrolia. 

Comp Hith Serv Plan, Philadelphia. 
Covenant House Health, Philadelphia. 
Health Care Corp (2501), Philadelphia. 
SE Phila Hith Ctr, Philadelphia. 


Shannock Valley Area Med Facility, Kit- 


taning. 
Scranton Primary Hith Ctr, Scranton. 
Barnes Kasson Hosp, Susquehanna. 
Rural Hith Corp of NE Pa, Wilkes Barre. 
York Health Care, York. 


Eastern Shore Rural Hith Systems, Acco- 
mac. 

Brunswick Health, Alberta. 

King Wm Comm Hith Ctr, Aylett. 

Bland Co. Med Ctr, Bastian. 

Dawn Progressive Assoc, Dawn. 

Clinch River Hith Svec, Dungannon. 

Laurel Fork Hith Commission, Laurel 
Fork. 

ivor CHC, Ivor. 

Central Virginia CHC, New Canton. 

Peninsula institute for Comm. Health, 
Newport News. 


Conecuh Med Ctr, Inc, Evergreen. 

Etowah Quality of Life Council, inc, Gads- 
den. 

Lowndes Co. Hith Svcs, Haynesville. 

Town of Hurtsboro, Town Council, Hurts- 
boro. 

Central North Alabama Hith Svcs inc, 
Madison. 

West El Hith Svcs, Inc, Millbrook. 

Mobile Co Hith Dept (Fam Oriented Pr 
Hith Care), Mobile. 

Franklin Mem Primary Hith Ctr, Mobile. 

Montgomery Hith Services, inc, Mont- 
gomery. 


The Sipsey Community Hith Care Ctr, Inc, 
Snead Med Board, Snead. 

Hith Development Corp. Tuscaloosa. 
West Tuscaloosa Comm Hith Ctr. Tusca- 


loosa. 

Central Ala Comprehensive Hith, Inc, tus- 
kegee. 

Waterloo Med Board, Waterloo. 


West Orange Farmworker Hith Assn, inc. 


Apopka 
Fam Med Practice, Inc, Cross City. 
East Pasco Hith Ctr, inc, Dade City. 
Fia Rural Hith Svcs, Frostproof. 
Lee Co Migrant Hith Council, inc, Ft 


Myers. 
Collier Hith Svcs, inc, immokalee. 
University Hospital, Jacksonville. 
Henry Glades Co Hith Svc, Inc, Labelle. 
Lafayette Co Public Hith Trust, Mayo. 
Borinquen Hith Care Center, inc, Miami. 


Rural Health Care, inc, Palatka. 

Manatee Co Rural Hith Services, Parrish. 

Sunshine Hith Ctr, inc, Pompano Beach. 

Hillsborough Co. Ruskin Migrant and Hith 
Ctr, inc, Ruskin. 

Central Fila Migrant and Community Hith 
Ctr, inc, Sanford. 

Project Heaith, inc, Sumtervitie. 

Gilchrist Co Med Bd, Trenton. 

Fla Community Hith Center, Inc, West 
Paim Beach. - 

Mid Co Med Ctr, inc, West Paim Beach. 

Bd of Co Commissioners Palm Beach Co, 
West Paim Beach. 

Wewahitchka Med Ctr, inc, Wewahitchka. 


GEORGIA 


Albany Area Prim Care Ctr, Inc, Albany 

Atlanta Southside Comm Health Ctr, Inc, 
Atlanta. 

West End Med Ctr, Atlanta. 


Village Hith Clinic, inc, Helen. 

Lincoln Co PC Center, Lincolnton. 

Eastside Health Center, Morgantown. 

Palmetto Hith Council, Inc, Palmetto. 

Plains Primary Hith Care Center, Plains. 

Stewart-Webster Rural Hith Board, Inc, 
Richland. 

Westside-Urban Health Centers, Inc, Sa- 
vannah. 

Hancock Co Primary Care Center, Inc, 


Sparta. 

Suches Community Med Center, Inc, 
Suches. 

Primary Hith Care Ctr of Dade, Trenton. 

Tri-Co Hith Sys, Inc, Warrenton. 

Bartow Health Center, White. 

Pike Co Primary Hith Care Center, Inc, 
Zebulon. 


Buckhorn Lake Area Hith Council, inc, 
Buckhorn. 

Covington Fam Hith Ctr, Covington. 

Louisville-Jefferson Co Bd of Health, Lou- 
isville. 

Park Duvaile Hith Ctr, Louisville. 

Health Help, inc, McKee. 

Big Sandy Hith Care, inc, Prestonsburg. 

Mountain Comp Hith Corp, Whitesburg. 


Coastal Fam Hith Ctr, inc, Biloxi. 
Brandon. 

Northeast Mississippi Hith Care, inc, By- 
halia. 


Madison Yazoo Leake Fam Hith Ctr, 
Canton. 

Aaron E Henry Comm Hith Services Ct, 
Inc, Clarksdale. 

The Urgent Rural Needs, Inc, Fulton. 
Southeast MS RHI, Inc, Hattiesburg. 
Central MS Civic improvement Assn, 
Jackson. 

Amite County Medical Services, inc, Lib- 


Three Rivers Area Hith, Smithville. 

Noxubee Co Hith Care, inc, Shuquailak. 

Mitel, Inc, S. W. Hith Agency for Rural 
People, Tylertown. 

Kuhn Mem State Hosp, Vicksburg. 


Metrolina Comp Hith Cir, Charlotte. 

West Caldwell Health Council, inc, Col- 
lettsville. 

Durham Co Hosp Corp (Lincoln CHC), 


South Cumberland Hith Care Ctr, Inc, 


White Oak Hith Svcs, inc, Maysville. 
Morven Area Med Ctr, inc, Morven. 


Benton Med Comm Corp, Benton. 
Chattanooga Hamilton (Alton Park CHC), 
Chat 


ttanooga. 
Laurel Fork-Clear Fork Hith Ctrs, inc, 
Clairfield. 
Upper Cumberland, Cookville. 
Mountain Peoples Hith Council, inc, 
Knox Co Hith Dept, Knoxville. 





: 
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; 


rif | 


gg a 8 


5 
8 


essentials 


0283 


0483 
0383 


0783 


0983 | 


0783 
0383 


0983 


0983 
0783 
0483 


1282 
0183 
0273 
0183 
0483 


051870 
051050 | 
050080 | 
050090 | 
052130 


052170 
052140 
052760 


0183 
1063 
1262 


Health center name and city 


aa Fam Hith Care, inc, Leba- 
non 
Perry Co Med Ctr, inc, Linden. 
Union Grainger Primary Care, inc, Mayn- 
aroville. 
Memphis Hith Ctr, inc, Memphis. 
Caner Co., TN Dept of Public Hith, Nash- 
vite 
Matthew Walker Hith Ctr., Nashville. 
Soutneastern Region, TN Dept of Public 
| Health, Nashville. 
| United Neighborhood Hith Services, 
| Nashville 
Rurai Comm Hith Svcs, Inc, Parrotsville 
Shitoh Pickwick Hith Services, inc, Pick- 
wick Dam 
| Poor Peopie’s Health Council, Rossville. 
Hancock Co Hith Dept, Sneedville. 
Dougias Comm Hith & Recreation Coun- 
| ci, Stanton. 
Citzens of Lake County for Hith Care, 
| Inc. Tiptonville 
Morgan Co Hith Council Warturg. 
Region V 
ILLINOIS 
| Rural Hith, inc, Anna. 
Comm Hith Svcs, Cairo. 
Shawnee Hith Svcs & Development Corp, 
| Carbondale 
| Francis Nelson Hith Ctr, Champaign 
Claretan Med Ctr, Chicago. 
Komed Health Ctr, Chicago. 
Mile Square Hith Ctr, Chicago. 
Chnstopner Gr. Area Rural Plan. Corp., 
Christopher. 
Pembroke Area Family HC, Hopkins Park. 
Henderson Co Rural Hc, Oquawka. 
Crusaders Central Clinic Assoc., Rock- 
tord 





cei dc ecient ageitsincinainiaemnion 


INDIANA 





. _ 
053200| 1282 


051020 
051110 


0163 
1063 


053180 1083 


nh 


Methodist Hosp of Indiana inc (Barring- 
ton), Indianapolis. 

Peopies Hith Ctr, indianapolis. 

Rural Health Activities of SE Ind., Law- 


m . 
Gary CHC, Gary. 


MICHIGAN 





0183 
| 0783 
0483 
1282 
1083 
1083 
1282 
0483 
0483 
1083 


1083 
0483 
0483 
0483 





Downriver Comm Services, Aigonac. 

Regional Hith Care, Baldwin. 

Brown City Area HC, Brown City. 

Monway Citzns Hith Council, Carleton. 

Bruce Douglas (Detroit HD), Detroit. 

Herman Kiefer Hith Ctr, Detroit. 

Sisters of Mercy Hith Corp, Detroit. 

Dowagiac Hith Systems, Dowagiac. 

East Jordan Fam HC, East Jordan. 

Northern Mich Hith Servs, Houghton 
Lake. 

| Alcona Medical Clinic, Lincoln 

Puliman Hith Clinic, Puliman. 

Sterling Area Hith Proj, Sterling. 

Citizens Hith Council, Temperance. 


al erste 


MINNESOTA 





T 
052710 | 0683 
052700 | 0683 
051770 | 0483 


052730 1282 


051340 | 0183 | 


Cook Area Hith Svcs, inc, Cook. 

| Cook Co Comm Clinic, inc, Grand Marais. 
indian Hith Board of Minnesota, Inc, Min- 

| meapoiis. 

Mose! Cities Hith Ctr, St. Paul. 

Border Area Hith Svcs, Inc, Warroad. 


1 - _ 


On1o 





050560 
052270 
050570 
060990 
050580 | 


0983 
0483 
1282 
0783 
0183 


Barnesville Hith Svcs Asc, Barnesville. 

Ross Co Ambul Clinic, Chillicothe. 

Cincinnati Hith Dept, Cincinnati 

Southern Ohio Hith Svcs, Cincinnati. 

Hough Norwood Fam Health Care Ctr, 
Cleveland. 

| Clinicas Migrants Regional, Fremont. 

Family Hith Service of Darke Co, Green- 
ville. 

lronton-Lawrence Co Community Action, 
ironton. 





; 


versary 


Anni- 
Health center name and city 


fama 

Fam Deveiopmt Programs, Nelsonville. 

Community Action Committee of Pike Co, 
Piketon. 

Neighborhood Assoc of Toledo, Toledo. 


date 


0283 





052670 

052810 | 
051580 | 
== 





| —_ _—_ —_- 


060020 


062140 | 
062090 
060060 
060080 | 
060110 


062730 
060140 | 


060160 
063230 


063220 


WISCONSIN 


| Marshfield Medical Fdn, Marshfield. 

| inner City Development Project, Mitwau- 
kee 

| Indian Hith Ctr of Milwaukee, Milwaukee. 
North Woods Med Coop, Minong 

| Community Memorial Hosp, Oconto Falis. 


Region Vi 
ARKANSAS 





Svcs System, inc, 


|N. Arkansas Human 

Batesvilie 

| CABUN Rural 

| Hampton. 

| Mid-Delta Comm Sves, Inc, Helena. 

Lee Co Cooperative Clinic, Marianna. 

Rural Hith, inc, Paragoid 

Jefterson Comp Care Center, Inc, Pine 
Biuff 

Portiand Hith Care Center, Inc, Portland. 

E. Ark. Famity Hith Center, inc, West 
Memphis. 


1083 


Health Services, Inc, 


1083 
0983 
1282 | 
0883 
0183 


0283 
0783 | 


wikis 
LOUISIANA 

Teche Action Board, Franklin. 

De Soto Comp Health Service, Inc, Lo- 


si | 


gansport. 

Southern LA CH Care Corporation, 
Mamou. 

Natchitoches Area Action Assoc., Natchi- 
toches. 

Catahoula Parish Hosp District #2, Sicily 
island. 


New Mexico 





062060 
063450 


doen 


Albuquerque Fam Hith Centers, inc, Albu- 
querque. 

Presbyterian Med Svcs/Checker Board, 
Farmington. 

Centro Campesino de Salud, Espanola. 

Centro Rural de Salud, Inc, Loving. 

0883 | La Casa de Bueno Salud, Inc, Portales. 

0783 | Questa Health Center, Questa. 

0783 | La Clinica de Familia, Inc, San Miguel. 


mod 


1083 


0783 
0783 


OKLAHOMA 





Community Health Centers, inc, Spencer. 
MOTON Health Systems, inc, Tulsa. 


TEXAS 





062650 
061510 
061300 
060650 
062120 | 
080670 

060680 
060710 
060740 
061230 | 
060810 
060820 | 
060830 | 
060840 | 
062380 
060870 | 


060900 
060910 





| Panhandle Rural Hith Corp, Amarillo. 

City of Brownsville, Brownsville. 

| San Jacinto Co Hith Services, inc, 

Coldspring. 

0683 | South Texas F/P and Health Corp, 
| Corpus Christi. 

0483 | South Texas Rural Health Service, Inc, 
| Cotulla. 

0583 | Vida y Salud—Health System, Inc, Crystal 

| 


0283 





City 

Los Barrios~ Unidos Community Clinic, 

| _ Dallas. 

1282 | De Leon Hosp Board (Cross Timbers), 
De Leon. 

0783 | Maverick Co Out Patient Clinic, Eagle 

Pass. 

1262 Centro de Salud Familiar La Fe, Inc, El 
| Paso. 

0683 | Gonzales County Hith Agency, Inc, Gon- 
| zales. 

1083 | Comm Hith Sve Agency, Inc, of Hunt Co, 
| Greenville. 

0783 South Limestone Comm Health Ctr, inc, 
| Groesbeck. 

0583 | Catholic Charities, Inc, Harlingen 

0483 | Fourth Ward Clinic, Houston. 

0583 | Galveston Co Coordinated, La Marque. 

0483 | Laredo-Webb Co Hith Dept, Laredo. 

ee 

land 


0783 


Health center name and city 





Hidalgo Co. H.C. Corp, Pharr. 
South Plains Hith Provider Organization, 
Inc, Plainview. 
Atascosu RHI Hith Clinic, Inc, Pleasan- 
ton. 
City of Port Arthur Health Dept., Port 
Arthur. 
Comm Action Council of South Texas, 
Rio Grande City. 
Barrio Comp Fam Hith Care Ctr, inc, San 
Antonio. 
Centro De! Barrio Comm Health Ctr, Inc, 
San Antonio. 
| Ella Austin Comm Ctr, San Antonio 
at. i 


061030 
ReGion Vil 


lOowa 
Rathbun Hith Svcs, inc, Centerville. 
Community Hith Care, inc, Davenport. 
Hith Initiative Corp of Tama, Toledo. 
Peoples Comm Hith Clinic, Waterloo. 


070020 ] 0983 

071170 | 0983 
070070 | 1063 
071410} 0963 
KANSAS 


1282 | Chase Co Hith Svcs, Inc, Cottonwood 
Falls. 
Washington Co Horizons Health Service, 


Washington. 


Missouri 


ema 


070110 


071390 1182 





071660 Caldwell Co Med Aid Corp, Hamilton. 

070270 Swope Pkwy Comp and Mental HC, 
Kansas City. 

Wayne Miner NHC, Kansas City. 

NE Missouri Hith & Welfare Cncl, Kirks- 
ville. 

New Madrid Co Group Practice, New 
Madrid. 

Citizens for Imp of Med Svcs, Pilot Knob. 

Central Ozark Med Ctr, Richland. 

St Louis Comp NHC, St Louis. 

Family Care Ctr at Carondelet, St Louis. 

Neighborhood Hith Ctr, inc, St Louis. 

Yeatman-Union Sarah Joint Comm Hith 
Care, St Louis. 

Big Springs Med Assoc, Van Buren. 


070290 0983 


070300 
071370 0983 
0283 
1282 
0583 
0283 
0383 
0683 


071690 
071670 
070370 
071700 
071190 
070380 





i 0683 


NEBRASKA 


nis + 

070470 0783 | Sandhilis Develop Corp, Mullen. 

071710 0283 | Southeast Nebraska Rural 
& Weeping Water. 


Region Vill 
COLORADO 


Hith Cw, 








San Luis Valley HMO, Alamosa. 

Valley Wide Hith Svcs, Alamosa. 

Comm Hith of Colorado Springs, Colora- 
do Springs. 

Denver Hith & Hospitals, Denver. 

Dolores Co Hith Assoc, Dove Creek. 

Pian de Salud dei Valle, inc, Fort Lupton. 

Gilpin Co Chapter Red Cross, Golden. 

Sunrise CHC, Greeley. 

Elbert EMS Council, inc, Kiowa. 

La Clinica Campesina, Lafayette. 

Wright's Mesa Med Svc, Norwood. 





NORTH DAKOTA 
083080 ] 12862 | Dunn Comm Hith Ctr, Killdeer. 
0821 10 | 0183 | Mercer-Oliver Hith Svcs, Center. 
eaiecieeiahstheniakdae cia _ 


SouTH DAKOTA 





ae 
083090 | 0183 | Eagle Butte Comm Clinic, Eagle Butte. 
080500 0983 | NW South Dakota Rural Health, Faith. 
081030 0783 | Miner-Hamlin Hith Care, Howard. 
083100 | 0183 | Isabel Community RHI Clinic, Isabel 
081610 1282 | indian Hith Mgmt, inc, Rosebud. 
081800 | 0683 | McCook/Hansen Health Care, inc, 
| Salem. 
0183 | City of Sioux Falls, Sioux Fails. 


081450 
1083 | Clay-Union Hith Foundation, Vermillion. 


080890 
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West Pinal Family Health Center, Casa 
Grande. 

Clinica Adelante, El Mirage. 

Marana Comm Clinic, Marana. 

Santa Cruz City Hith Dept, Nogales. 

Lake Powell Fam Hith Services Corp, 


Valley Hith Ctr, Inc, Somerton. 

El Rio Santa Cruz, Tucson. 

Shiprock Community Health Center, Ship- 
rock, NM (Four Corners Area). 


Mojave Desert Hith Services, Inc, Bar- 


stow. 
Clinicas de Salud del Pueblo, Brawley. 
Buttonwillow Hith Ctr, Inc, Buttonwillow. 
El Progresso de Desierto #1, Coachella. 
Ten Comm. Hith Ctr, Earlimart. 
Drew Med-Dental Ctr, inc, East Palo Alto. 
Kaiser Fdn Hith Plan, inc, Fontana. 


Community Hith Fdn of East LA, Los 
Al 


ngeles. 
La. Clinica Familia del Barrio, Los Ange- 
les. 
The East Los Angeles Comm Hith Union 
(TELACU), Los Angeles. 
Watts Hith Foundation, Los Angeles. 
El Concilio de Madera, Madera. 
Merced Family Hith Ctr, Merced. 
Nipomo Hith Clinic, Nipomo. 
La Clinica de la Raza, Inc, Oakland. 
West Oakland Hith Ctr, Oakland. 
Northeast Valley Hith Corp, Pacoima. 
United Health Ctr of San Joaquin Parlier. 
West Contra Costa Community Hith Care, 
Richmond. 


Logan Heights Family Health Center, San 
Diego. 


North East Med Services, San Francisco. 
San Francisco Med Ctr, San Francisco. 


Ysidro. 

Agricultural Workers Health Center, 
Stockton. 

Tiburcio Vasquez Hith Center, Union City. 


Operation Life Community Medical 
Center, Las Vegas. 
Central Nevada Rural Health Centers, 


Reno. 


100020 0783 | Anchorange Neighborhood Health Center, 


Anchorage. 


IDAHO 


101610 1083 | Glenns Ferry Rural Hith Clinic, Glenns 
| | Ferry. 
100160 | 0483 | Comm Hith Clinics, Inc, Nampa. 


WASHINGTON 


Lake Quinault Med Clinic, Amanda Park. 
New Health Programs, Cheweiah. 
Beach. 

Clallam Co Hosp Dist, Forks. 

La Clinica So. Columbia Rural Health, 
Pasco. 

Central Seattle Comm Hith, Seattle. 
Sea Mar CHC, Seattle. 

Tacoma-Pierce Co Hith Dept, Tacoma. 
Yakima Valley Farm Workers Clinic, To- 


101670 
100360 
101660 


100390 
100460 
101520 


100630 
101020 
101490 
101030 


100570 
100400 


[FR Doc. 82-34253 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-16-M 


Office of the Secretary 


Agency Forms Submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget for 
Clearance 


Each Friday the Department of Health 
and Human Services (HHS) publishes a 
list of information collection packages it 
has submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
clearance in compliance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35). The following are those 
packages submitted to OMB since the 
list was last published on December 10. 


Public Health Service 


Food and Drug Administration 
Subject: License Applications for the 
Manufacture of Allergenics and Plasma 
Derivative Products and General 
Establishment Application (0910-0124)— 
Extension 
Respondents: Drug manufacturers of 
biological products 
OMB Desk Officer: Fay S. Iudicello 
Health Resources and Services 
Administration 
Subject: Primary Care Block Grant 
Reporting Requirements (0915-0023)— 
Reinstatement 
Respondents: State governments 
OMB Desk Officer: Richard Eisinger 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 
Subject: Final Report Guidelines (0930- 
0005}—Reinstatement 
Respondents: Researchers 
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OMB Desk Officer: Richard Eisinger 
National Institutes of Health 
Subject: Small Business Innovative 
Research: Announcement and 
Application Instructions—NEW 
Respondents: Small business with 
expertise to contribute to agency 
research and development mission 
OMB Desk Officer: Richard Eisinger 
Social Security Administration 
Subject: Letter to Employer Requesting 
Earnings Information for Supplemental 
Security Income (SSA-LA201 (1-83))— 
Revision 
Respondents: Businesses or other 
institutions 
OMB Desk Officer: Milo Sunderhauf 
Health Care Financing Administration 
Subject: Independent Rural Health Clinic 
and Urban Clinic (Demonstration) Cost 
Report (HCFA-222)—Revision 
Respondents: Rural health clinics 
participating in Medicare and urban 
clinics participating in the Urban Clinics 
Demonstration 
Subject: Paperwork Associated with the 
Certification of Outpatient Physical 
Therapy and Speech Pathology Providers 
for Medicare and Medicaid (HCFA-1596 
and R-10)}—Extension/No Changes 
Respondents: Outpatient physical therapy 
and speech pathology providers 
participating in Medicare and Medicaid 
Subject: Identification of Extension Units of 
Outpatient Physical Therapy and Speech 
Pathology Providers (HCFA-381)—New 
Respondents: Outpatient physical therapy 
and speech pathology providers 
participating in Medicare and Medicaid 
OMB Desk Officer: Fay S. Iudicello 


Copies of the above information 
collection clearance packages can be 
obtained by calling the HHS Reports 
Clearance Officer on 202-245-6511. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collections should be sent 
directly to both the HHS Reports 
Clearance Officer and the appropriate 
OMB Desk Officer designated above at 
the following addresses: 

]. J. Strnad, HHS Reports Clearance 
Officer, Hubert H. Humphrey Building, 
Room 524-F, Washington, D.C. 20201; 
or 

OMB Reports Management Branch, New 
Executive Office Building, Room 3208, 
Washington, D.C. 20503, Attn: (name 
of OMB Desk Officer). 


Dated: December 10, 1982. 
Dale W. Sopper, 
Assistant Secretary for Management and 
Budget. 
[FR Doc. 82-34214 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 


(N-2711] 


Nevada; Classification Vacated 


1. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
by Bureau Order 701 and amendment 
thereto, the Bureau of Land Management 
multiple use classification N-2711 was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 11, 1969 (FR Doc 69-14690). 
Pursuant to the Classification and 
Multiple Use Act of September 19, 1964 
(43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and the 43 CFR Part 
2460 regulations, this action classified 
approximately 1,340 acres of public land 
in Esmeralda County, Nevada, for 
multiple use management. The land was 
segregated from appropriation under all 
the public land laws except recreation 
and public purposes. The area was 
further segregated from the mining laws, 
but not the mineral leasing and material 
sale laws. 

2. Pursuant to 43 CFR 2461.5(c)(2), the 
classification is hereby vacated. 


Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 
T. 35 N., R. 37 E., 
Sec. 16, E%, SENW%, SW. 
T. 36 N., R. 38 E., 
Sec. 15, all except SKSE%SEX; 
Sec. 16, N4NEX%NEX; 
Sec. 32, NEXSW %, EXNW%SW%, SESW. 
The area described above comprises 
approximately 1,340 acres. 


3. At 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, all 
the land except 217.5 acres (within the 
EX of sec. 16, T. 35N., R. 37 E.,) patented 
to the City of Winnemucca under an 
airport conveyance is hereby open to 
the operation of all the public land laws, 
subject to valid existing rights. 

4. At 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, the 
land will also be open to the operation 
of the mining laws. The land remains 
open to the mineral leasing and material 
sale laws. 

5. All valid applications received prior 
to or at 9:00 a.m. on Jaunary 17, 1983, 
will be considered as simultaneously 
filed. All other applications received 
will be considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning this land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Division of 
Operations, Bureau of Land Mangement, 
P.O. Box 12000, Reno, Nevada 89520. 


Dated: December 8, 1982. 
Edward F. Spang, 
State Director, Nevada. 
(PR Doc. 62-34259 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[N-1559] 


Nevada; Classification Vacated 


1. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
by Bureau Order 701 and amendments 
thereto, the Bureau of Land Management 
multiple use classification N-1559 was 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 13, 1968 (FR Doc 68-13599.) 
Pursuant to the Classification and 
Multiple Use Act of September 19, 1964 
(43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and the 43 CFR Part 
2460 regulations, this action classified 
approximately 3,112,986 acres of public 
land in Pershing and Humboldt 
Counties, Nevada, for multiple use 
management. The land was segregated 
from appropriation under the 
agricultural land laws and from sales 
under Section 2455 of the Revised 
Statutes. One area (Thomas Canyon) 
was further segregated from all forms of 
appropriation including the mining laws, 
but not the Recreation and Public 
Purposes Act (44 Stat. 741) as amended, 
nor the mineral leasing and material 
sale laws. 

2. Pursuant to 43 CFR 2461.5{c)(2), the 
classification is hereby vacated in its 
entirety and described as follows: 


Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 


Commencing at northeastern corner of 
Pershing County common to Pershing 
County, Humboldt County and Lander 
County: 

Thence northerly along the county boundary 
between Humboldt County and Lander 
County to the Humboldt River; 

Thence generally along the Humboldt River 
westerly to about Mill City; 

Thence northwesterly to a point on the 
Western Pacific Railroad about 4 miles 
west of Jungo; 

Thence westerly. along the railroad to a point 
on the Western Pacific Railroad about 10 
miles west of Sulphur; 

Thence northerly within R. 26 and 27 E. toa 
point on Pershing County line between T. 
35 and 36 N.; 

Thence westerly along the township line 
between T. 35 and 36 N. to a point on the 
township line between R. 23 and 24 E.; 

Thence southerly along the township line 
between R. 23 and 24 E. to a point of 
intersection with the south boundary of 
Pershing County within T. 24 N.; 

Thence easterly along the south boundary of 
Pershing County within T. 24 N. to its 
intersection with the west boundary of 
Lander County in T. 24 N., R. 39 E.; 

Thence northeasterly along the County line 
between Pershing and Lander County to a 
point of beginning. 

The area described above aggregates 
ee 3,112,986 acres of of public 
and. 


3. At 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, the 
land is hereby open to the operation of 
the agricultural land laws, subject to 
valid existing rights. 
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4. At 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, the 
following described land known as 
Thomas Canyon will also be open to the 
operation of the mining laws: 


Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 
T. 35 N., R. 38 E., 
Sec. 16, NEX%, NEXZSE%, SWHSW ih, 
SENWkh, NWKNW kK. 
This area comprises approximately 360 
acres. 


5. All the land described in the 
classification remains open to the 
mineral leasing and material sale laws. 

6. All valid applications received prior 
to or at 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, 
will be considered as simultaneously 
filed. All other applications received 
will be considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning this land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Division of 
Operations, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 12000, Reno, 
Nevada 89520. 

Edward F. Spang, 

State Director, Nevada. 

[FR Doc. 62-34280 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[N-1279] 


Nevada; Classification Vacated 


1. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
by Bureau Orger 701 and amendments 
thereto, the Bureau of Land Management 
multiple use classification N-1279 was 
published in the Federal Register on 
May 25, 1968 (FR Doc 68-6235) and 
amended by a correction published June 
28, 1968 (FR Doc 68-7620). Pursuant to 
the Classification and Multiple Use Act 
of September 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411- 
18) and the 43 CFR Part 2460 regulations, 
this action classified approximately 
409,351 acres of public land in 
Esmeralda County, Nevada, for multiple 
use management. The land was 
segregated from appropriation under the 
agricultural land laws and from sale 
under Section 2455 of the Revised 
Statutes. The Lahontan Cutthroat 
Natural Area was further segregated 
from all forms of appropriation including 
the mining laws, but not the Recreation 
and Public Purposes Act (44 Stat. 741) as 
amended, nor the mineral leasing and 
material sale laws. 

2. Pursuant to 43 CFR 2461.5(c)(2), the 
classification is hereby vacated with the 
exception of the following described 
area known as the Lahontan Cutthroat 
Area: 


Mount Diablo Meiidian, Nevada 


T. 41 N., R. 26 E., 
Sec. 1, Lots 1, 2, 3, 6, SEXNW%, SWYSWK, 
NEX%SWK, SWKSEK,; 
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Sec. 2, Lots 1, 4, S4NE%, SW%4NW4, 
WkSWi, SEX; 

Sec. 3, All; 

Sec. 4, Lots 1, 7, 16, SEXNE%; 

Sec. 11, All; 

Sec. 12, Lots 1-4, inclusive, N4NE%, 
SEX%NE%, SEXNW%, WENW4%, SW, 
SWYXSEX. 

T. 42.N., R. 26E., 

Sec. 14, Lots 5 thru 8, inclusive, SW%; 

Sec. 15, Lots 7 thru 12, inclusive; 

Sec. 22, N%, NEXSW%, NW4%SEX%; 

Sec. 23, All; 

Sec. 24, All; 

Sec. 25, All; 

Sec. 26, All; 

Sec. 27, W¥NEX%; SEXNW%, WRNW4, S; 

Sec. 28, E%; 

Sec. 33, EXEX; 

Sec. 34, All; 

Sec. 35, Lots 5 thru 20, inclusive; 

Sec. 36, All. 

T. 41N., R. 27 E., unsurveyed, 

Sec. 6, N%, SW. 

T. 42 N., R. 27 E., unsurveyed, 

Sec. 19, WX; 

Sec. 29, W¥SW4; 

Sec. 30, W%, SEX; 

Sec. 31, All; 

Sec. 32, W¥W. 


The area described above comprises 
approximately 12,316 acres. This area 
has high fisheries habitat value and will 
remain classified for a period of 5 years 
from the date of this publication at 
which time the classification will again 
be reviewed. 

3. At 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, all 
the land except that described in 
paragraph 2 above is hereby open to the 
operation of the agricultural land laws, 
subject to valid existing rights. 

4. All the land described in the 
classification remains open to the 
mineral leasing and material sale laws. 

5. All valid applications received prior 
to or at 9:00 a.m. on January 17, 1983, 
will be considered as simultaneously 
filed. All other applications received 
will be considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning this land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Division of 
Operations, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 12000, Reno, 
Nevada 89520. 

Edward F. Spang, 

State Director, Nevada. 
December 8, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-34261 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


National Park Service 


Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area Advisory 
Commission; Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that a meeting of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area 


Advisory Commission will be held on 
Tuesday, January 11, 1982 at 7:30 p.m. in 
the Nygreen 1 Hall at California 
Lutheran College, 60 West Olsen Road, 
Thousand Oaks, California. 

The Advisory Commission was 
established by Pub. L. 95-625 to provide 
for free exchange of ideas between the 
National Park Service and the public to 
facilitate the solicitation of advice or 
other counsel from members of the 
public on problems pertinent to the 
National Park Service in Los Angeles 
and Ventura Counties. 

Members of the Commission are as 
follows: 

Dr. Norman P. Miller, Chairperson 
Hon. Marvin Braude 
Ms. Sarah Dixon 

Ms. Margot Feuer 

Dr. Henry David Gray 
Mr. Edward Heidig 

Mr. Frank Hendler 

Ms. Mary C. Hernandez 
Mr. Peter Ireland 

Mr. Bob Lovellette 

Ms. Susan Barr Nelson 
Mr. Carey Peck 

Mr. Donald Wallace 

The major agenda items include the 
following: 

Superintendent's Status Report of the 

SMMNRA 
Election of the Vice Chairperson 
Advisory Commission Recommendation 

on the Development Concept Plan for 

Cross Mountain Parks 
Resource Management Committee 

Report and Public Hearing on Draft 

Natural Resource Management Plan 
Other Committee Reports. 

The meeting is open to the public. Any 
member of the public may file with the 
Commission a written statement 
concerning issues to be discussed. 

Persons wishing to receive further 
information on this meeting or who wish 
to submit written statements may 
contact the Superintendent, Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation 
Area, 22900 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 
140, Woodland Hills, California 91364. 

Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public inspection by 
February 28, 1983 at the above address. 

Dated: December 10, 1982. 

John J. Reynolds, 


Acting Superintendent, Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area. 


(FR Doc. 82-34272 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 
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[M-56230, M-56231 and M-56230-A] 


Montana; Classification of Public 
Lands for State Indemnity Selection 


December 7, 1982. 

1. The Montana Commissioner, 
Department of State Lands, has filed a 
petition for classification and 
application to acquire the public lands 
described in paragraph 5 below, under 
the provisions of Sections 2275 and 2276 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended (43 
U.S.C. 851, 852 (1976)), in lieu of certain 
school lands granted to the State under 
the Act of February 22, 1889, 25 Stat. 676, 
that were encumbered by other rights or 
reservations before the State’s title 
could attach. The application has been 
assigned serial numbers M-56230, M- 
56231, and M-56230-A. 

2. The Bureau of Land Management 
will examine these lands for evidence of 
prior valid rights or other statutory 
constraints that would bar transfer. 
Those lands found suitable for transfer 
will be held to be classified on February 
11, 1983. Classification is pursuant to 
Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Subpart 2400 and Section 7 of the Act of 
June 28, 1934. 

3. Information concerning these lands 
and the proposed transfer to the State of 
Montana may be obtained from the 
District Manager, Miles City District 
Office, Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 940, Miles City, Montana 59301, 
(406) 232-4331, or the District Manager, 
Butte District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 3388, Butte, 
Montana 59701, (406) 494-5059. 

4. For a period of 60 days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, all persons who wish 
to submit comments or objections on the 
above classification may present their 
views in writing to the State Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 
30157, Billings, Montana 59107. Any 
adverse comments will be evaluated by 
the State Director who will issue a 
notice of determination to proceed with, 
modify, or cancel the action. In the 
absence of any action by the State 
Director, this classification action will 
become the final determination of the 
Department of the Interior. As provided 
by Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Subpart 2462.1, a public hearing will be 
scheduled by the State Director if he 
determines that sufficient public interest 
exists to warrant the time and expense 
of a hearing. 

5. The lands included in this 
classification are located in Broadwater, 
Cascade, Meagher, Powell, Missoula, 
Granite, Dawson, and Big Horn counties, 
Montana, and are described as follows: 
(footnotes correspond to numbered 
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authorized users or applicants listed in 
Paragraph 6). 
Application M-56230, Principal Meridian 
T.4N.,R.2E., 
Sec. 2, Lot 5; and * * ® 
Sec. 12, Lots 2, 3, and 6, and SWY%NW 32; @ 
T.15N.,R.3E., 
Sec. 24, Lot 1, EKNE% and NW%SE%.* © 
T.16N.,R.3E., 
Sec. 12, Lots 1 thru 16, and NEXSW%.* 7 
T.12N.,R.4E., 
Sec. 24, EXNEX%.® 7 
T.13N., R.4E., 
Sec. 28, NW%SW*%,; and * 
Sec. 34, Lots 2, 3, and 4, and SW%YNW%,.® 7 
T.15N.,R.4E., 
Sec. 6, Lot 5;* 75 
Sec. 7, Lots 5 and 11; 
Sec. 18, Lots 5 and 17; and ™ 75 
Sec. 19, Lots, 1, 5, 6, 7, and 8.* 7* 74 
T.16N.,R.4E., 
Sec. 30, Lots 9 thru 12; and * * 
Sec. 31, Lots 12 and 13.* 75 
T. 10 N., R.9 W., 
Sec. 4, Lots 3 and 4, SWYNW%, NEXSE% 
and S¥S%;'* 1 '% 76 
Sec. 9, Lot 2;"* * 76 
Sec. 14, Lots 3 and 4, S4NW% and SW; 
and 10, 13, 14, 77 
Sec. 20, Lot 1 and NEXNW .'* 78 
T: 11N., R. 11 W., 
Sec. 14, Lots 1 thru 4, N& and N¥SK. 
16 17, 18 79 
T. 13 N., R. 14 W., 
Sec. 24, Lots 5, 6, and 12, and NE%; and ' & 
Sec. 27, SEXNE% and EXSE%.™* 2+ % 
T.11N., R. 15 W., 
Sec. 2, Lots 1 thru 4, S¥N%, SW%, and 
NESE %;2* 81 
Sec. 4, Lots 1 thru 4, S4N%, N¥SW4%, 
SW¥%SW\%, and SEX%SEX; and ** 7 
Sec. 8, EXNEX.2% 2 81 
T.11N., R. 16 W., 
Sec. 2, S4NEX, EXSW%, and SEX; 
and 24, 25, 26 27, 81 
Sec. 4, SW %.7% 27 2& 81 
T.12N., R. 16 W., 
Sec. 6, Lots 3 thru 6, 11 thru 14, EXSW¥% and 
S%SEX;** * 
Sec. 26, N% and EXSE%;** *+ 3 33 61 
Sec. 27, SW% and SW¥%SEX;* 
Sec. 28, NE%, EXNW%, SWYNWK, SW, 
and S%SE%; and * 5 * 
Sec. 34, S“NW%, SW, and WKSE%. 
35, 36 37, 61 
T. 12 N., R. 17 W., 
Sec. 2, SKNW%, NEXSW%, and SE%SE%;** 
Sec. 4, SEXSE%;** 
Sec. 8, Lot 9 and N¥SEX%;** 
Sec. 10, N%; and ** 
Sec. 12, Lots 1‘thru 4, W¥EX and W%.** ® 
Total acreage for M-56230 is approximately 
7,407.92 acres. 
Application M-56231, Principal Meridian 
T. 15 .N., R. 55 E., 
Sec. 12, W %; and 442% 
Sec. 24, All. 41, 42, 62,83 
T. 15 N., R. 56 E., 
Sec. 8, All; *** 
Sec. 20, N¥ and SEX; *+* 
Sec. 28, All; and *+* 
Sec. 30, Lots 1 and 2, EX and EXNW%. 
44. 62,63 


T.85S.,R. 40E., 


Sec. 24, NWY%SW%; 

Sec. 26, N4SWH; 

Sec. 27, NK&SEX; and 4647-445 

Sec. 34, SEXSW kh, * 48 4850.85 
T.95S.,R. 40E.,, 

Sec. 3, NKSW% and NW%SE¥, and *, “8, *, 

50 5a 85 

Sec. 4, NEYSEX. *, 

Total acreage for M-56231 is approximately 
3,593.35 acres. 


Application M56230-A, Principal Meridian, 
Montana 


T.12N., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 18, Lots 1, 2, and 3, N%NE%, and 
EXNW \. 52, 87, 88 
T. 16 N., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 34, N4NE%, SW%NEX and Wk. 
53, 54, 55, 89 
T.12N.,R. 7 W., 
Sec. 1, Lots 1, 2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, and 14, 
WSEX; 56, 58, 87, 86 
Sec. 12, Lots 1, 3, and 4, WKEK. °*57 
Sec. 13, All. 5&5*- 87-86 
T.32N. R32 ae 
Sec. 12, NEXSW%, W¥SEX% and SEXSE%:; 


58,90 


Sec. 14, W%¥SW%, SEYSW%, and EXSEX; 
58, 60, 64, 90 

Sec. 22, Lot 1; 

Sec. 26, N%, SW%, and WRSEX, 8% 
T.13 N., R. 14 W., 

Sec. 2, SKSEK. © 

Total acreage for M-56230-A is 
approximately 3,090.23 acres. 

The total acres for all the above-described 
lands is approximately 14,091.50 acres. 


6. The following listed corporations 
and individuals are holders of or 
applicants for leases, permits, 
withdrawals, and/or rights-of-way on 
the public lands described in paragraph 
5 above: 


Oil and Gas Leases 


?Home Petroleum Corp., 2600 N. Loop W., 
Houston, TX 77092, M-35981. 

* Texas Oil & Gas Corp., 2700 Fidelity 
Union Tower, Dallas, TX 75201, M-40110. 

*Petrolic Corporation, P.O. Box 2248, 
Roswell, NM 88201, M-52535. 

5 Skyline Oil Company, 2000 University 
Club Bidg., Salt Lake City, UT 84111, M- 
37580. 

® Cherry Creek Oil Co., P.O. Box 20522, 
Billings, MT 59104, M-37591. 

7James M. Chudnow, 1516 W. Bryn Mawr, 
Chicago, IL 60660, M-51320. 

5 James M. Chudnow, M-51899. 

*Tom Wheatley, Jr., 444-17th St. No. 618, 
Denver, CO 80202, M-51263. 

© Sanchez-O'Brien Oil & Gas Corp., P.O. 
Box 2986, Laredo, TX 78041, M-45448. 

™ Thomas H. Connelly, 810 Midland 
Savings Bidg., Denver, CO 80202, M-45387. 

12 James M. Chudnow, 1516 W. Bryn Mawr, 
Chicago, IL 60660, and Laurent A. Giesbert, 
Cidex 47-12, 27670, Bosc-Rober-En-Roumois, 
France, M-54301. 

* TXO Production Corp., Fidelity Union 
Tower, Dallas, TX 75201, M-39809. 

*®TXO Production Corp., M-39812. 

‘7 Thomas H. Connelly, M-45394. 

‘6 Virginia S. Rutter, P.O. Box 3186, 
Midland, TX 79702, M-45574. 
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19]. L. Davis, et al, 300 Blanks Bldg., 
Midland, TX 79701, M-46653. 

2° Virginia S. Rutter, M—46986. 

21 Credo Petroleum Corp., 1905 Sherman 
Street, Suite 700, Denver, CO 80203, M-55918. 

22 Leon Jeffcoat, et al, 301 S. Main, Suite C, 
Midland, TX 79701, M-47191. 

27 William E. Jeffers, Box 65, Artesia, NM 
88210, M-55670. 

2° Pioneer Production Corp., P.O. Box 2542, 
Amarillo, TX 78189, M—46501. ; 

3° William E. Jeffers, M-47958. 

5¢Thomas H. Connelly, M—48496. 

35 Credo Petroleum Corp., M-55813. 

%6 William E. Jeffers, M-54597. 

37 Thomas H. Connelly, 810 Midland 
Savings Bldg., Denver, CO 80202 and Robert 
W. David, P.O. Box 1497, Cheyenne, WY 

2001, M-53680. 

38]. L. David, et al, M—46719. 

5® Virginia S. Rutter, M—48102. 

* Southland Royalty Co., 410-17th Street, 
Suite 1000, Denver, CO 80202, M-42638. 

* Harry Ptasynski, P.O. Box 43, Casper, 
WY 82601, M-31682. 

“MTS Limited Partnership, P.O Box 2009, 
Amarillo, TX 79189, M-27932. 

“© Raymond Chorney, 401 Lincoln Tower 
Bldg., 1860 Lincoin St., Denver, CO 80203; 
American Petrofina Co. of Texas, 1100 First 
City East Bidg., Houston, TX 77002; Terra 
Resources, Inc., 900 Security Life Bldg., 
Denver, CO 80202; Brascan Resource, Inc., 
Box 9540 Station R, Suite 1200 Bow Valley 
Square 1, 202 Sixth Avenue, S.W. Calgary, 
Alberta, Canada, T2P 2W6, M-29750. 

5! Energy Resources Group, Inc., Suite 3200, 
First of Denver Piaza, 633-17th Street, 
Denver, CO 80202, M-29751. 

5? Viginia S. Rutter, M—46676. 

53 Tom Hunt, 2500 First Nat’) Bank Bldg., 
Dallas, TX 75202, M-33470. 

56 A.W. Rutter, Jr., P.O. Box 3186, Midland, 
TX 79702, M-45502. 

5° Sanchex-O’Brien Oi) & Gas Corp., M- 
45766. 

© TXO Production Corp., M-39817. 

6! A.W. Rutter, Jr., M—45484. 

® Wm. E. Jeffers, M-49192. 

®’ Thomas H. Connelly, M-51808. 

66 ].L. Davis, et al, M—46653. 


Rights-of-Way 

1 State of Montana, State Water 
Conservation Board, Helena, MT 59601, BIL 
028446. 

13 Bureau of Land Management, M-069792. 

4 Blackfoot Telephone Coop., Inc., P.O. Box 
1474, Missoula, MT 59801, M-025617. 

*8 Champion International Corp., P.O. Box 
8, Milltown, MT 59851, M-51849. 

2¢ Champion International Corp., M-51848. 

*> Bureau of Land Management, M-073051. 

6 Bonneville Power Administration, P.O. 
Box 3537, Portland, OR 97288, M-056345. 

28 The Montana Power Company, 40 E. 
Broadway, Butte, MT 59701, M-36416. 

5! Missoula Electric Coop., Inc., P.O. 
Drawer 1486, Missoula, MT 59801, M-31877. 

5? Blackfoot Telephone Coop.., Inc., M- 
33711. 

3° Champion Timberlands, P.O. Box 434, 
Bonner, MT 59823, M-34966. 

“ Champion Internationa! Corp., M-51846. 
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*1 State of Montana, Dept. of Fish, Wildlife, 
and Parks, Helena, MT 59601, M-33676. 

* State of Montana, State Water 
Conservation Board, Helena, MT 59601, BIL 
037880. 

47 Tongue River Electric Coop, Ashland, MT 
59003, M-055660. 

48 State of Montana, Dept. of Highways, 
Helena, MT 59601, M-42817. 

49 Pacific Power & Light Co., 920 S.W. Sixth 
Avenue, Portland, OR 97204, M-42519. ~ 

5° Spring Creek Coal Co., 529 S.W. Third 
Avenue, Portland, OR 97204, M-42398. 

54 State of Montana, Highway Comm., 
Helena, MT 59601, GF-085854. 

55 The Montana Power Company, M-30226. 

57 Forest Service, Helena National Forest, 
Helena, MT 59626, M-037311. 

58 The Lincoln & Helena Telephone Co., 
P.O. Box 175, Lincoln, MT 59639, M-33884. 

6 Bureau of Land Management, M-056870. 

% Bureau of Land Management, M-056871. 


Grazing Lessees 


6? Maurice J. Ferrat, RR1, Box 61, Toston, 
MT 59643. 

68 William P. Carr, 6700 Forest Lane, Dallas, 
TX 75230. 

6° Carol Anderson & Sons, Milligan Route, 
Great Falls, MT 59401. 

Kenneth E. Staigmiller, Box 4433, Great 
Falls, MT 59401. 

7 Walter L. Johnston, Route 1, White 
Sulphur Springs, MT 59645. 

72 Geo. A & Janet Zieg, Jr., RR1, White 
Sulphur Springs, MT 59645. 

73 Everett Carlson, Milligan Route, Great 
Falls, MT 59401. 

Elizabeth Carlson, Milligan Route, Great 
Falls, MT 59401. 

% Walter Gruel & Sons, Inc., Milligan 
Route, Great Falls, MT 59401. 

76 Benson Brothers, Box 326, Avon, MT 
59713. 

77 Gimlet Creek Ranch, c/o Luella 
Tavenner, 916 Missouri Avenue, Deer Lodge, 
MT 59722. 

78 Andrew Beck, Box 110, Deer Lodge, MT 
59722. 

79 Dutton Hereford Ranch, Gold Creek MT 
59733. 

Lindbergh Cattle Co., Star Route, Box 
337, Greenough, MT 59836. 

51 Bonita-Clinton-Potomac Cattle Assoc., 
Star Route 1, Box 945, Clinton, MT 59825. 

82 ].1. Engle, Marsh Road, Glendive, MT 
59330. 

83 Martin Nemitz, Marsh Road, Glendive, 
MT 59330. 

*4 Jack Eaton, Hot Bar Land & Cattle Co., 
P.O. Box 123, Glendive, MT 59330. 

85 Niles Veal, Decker Coal Co., P.O. Box 
3049, Sheridan, WY 82801. 

86 Montaylor Corp., c/o Walter J. Taylor, 
Busby, MT 59016. 

87 Herbert E. Eskildsen, Canyon Creek, MT 
59633. 

8° Edward S. Grady, Canyon Creek, MT 
59633. 

89 Steinbeck Cattle Co., c/o Marvin 
Steinbeck, Wolf Creek MT 59648. 

8 C, N. Mannix Ranch, c/o Bert Mannix, 
Helmville, MT 59843. 

% Adele C. Coughlin, Helmville, MT 59843. 


Range Improvemens and Cooperative 
Agreements 

®° Fence 7740 Carol Anderson. & Sons. 

73 Fence 7748 Everett Carlson. 

74 Fence 7749 Elizebeth Carlson. 

76 Fence 7205 Benson Brothers. 

87 Fence Herbert E. Eskildsen. 

58 Fence Edward S. Grady. 

* Fence C. N. Mannix Ranch. 

*! Fence Adele C. Coughlin. 


7. Rights-of-way granted by the 
Bureau of Land Management on the 
above lands will transfer with the land 
or may be reserved to the United States. 
Where mineral rights will transfer to the 
State, existing oil and gas leases will 
remain in effect under the terms and 
conditions of the leases. This 
classification constitutes official notice 
to grazing lessees that their Bureau of 
Land Management leases will be 
terminated in whole or in part upon 
transfer of the land to the State of 
Montana. The State Commissioner has 
agreed to give BLM’s grazing permittees 
a preference right for grazing privileges 
on lands transferred to the State. The 
State leases will contain the same terms 
and conditions included in the present 
leases to the fullest extent allowed by 
State laws. However, the State and the 
lessees may agree to enter into other 
tenure arrangements. 

For a period of 45 days from the date 
of fist publication indicated below, 
persons asserting a claim to or interest 
in the described lands, other than 
holders of leases, permits or rights-of- 
way listed above, may file such claim 
with the State Director, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 30157, Billings, 
Montana 59107, together with evidence 
that a copy thereof has been served on 
the Board of Land Commissioners, State 
of Montana, Capitol Building, Helena, 
Montana 59601. 

Bill D. Noble, 

Acting State Director. 

{FR Doc. 82-34196 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Minerals Management Service 


Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in 
the Outer Continental Shelf 

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of the Receipt of a 
Proposed Development and Production 
Plan. 


sumMaARY: Notice is hereby given that 
ODECO Oil and Gas Company has 
submitted a Development and 
Production Plan describing the activities 
it proposes to conduct on Lease OCS-G 
3164, Block 135, Ship Shoal Area, 
offshore Louisiana. 


The purpose of this Notice is to inform 
the public, pursuant to Section 25 of the 
OCS Lands. Act Amendments of 1978, 
that the Minerals Management Service 
is considering approval of the Plan and 
that it is available for public review at 
the Office of the Regional Manager, Gulf 
of Mexico OCS Region, Minerals 
Management Service, 3301 North 
Causeway Blvd., Room 147, Metairie, 
Louisiana 70002. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Minerals Management Service, Public 
Records, Room 147, open weekdays 9 
a.m. to 3:30 p.m., 3301 North Causeway 
Blvd., Metairie, Louisiana 70002, Phone 
(504) 837-4720, Ext. 226. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Revised 
rules governing practices and 
procedures under which the Minerals 
Management Service makes information 
contained in Development and 
Production Plans available to affected 
States, executives of affected local 
governments, and other interested 
parties became effective December 13, 
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and 
procedures are set out in a revised 

§ 250.34 of Title 30 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 


Dated: December 9, 1982. 
John L. Rankin, 
Acting Regional Manager, Gulf of Mexico 
OCS Region. 
{FR Doc. 82-34258 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-31-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Agricultural Cooperative; Notice to the 
Commission of Intent To Perform . 
Interstate Transportation for Certain 
Nonmembers 


December 14, 1982. 

The following Notices were filed in 
accordance with section 10526 (a)(5) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act. These 
rules provide that agricultural 
cooperatives intending to perform 
nonmember, nonexempt, interstate 
transportation must file the Notice, Form 
BOP 102, with the Commission within 30 
days of its annual meetings each year. 
Any subsequent change concerning 
officers, directors, and location of 
transportation records shall require the 
filing of a supplemental Notice within 30 
days of such change. 

The name and address of the 
agricultural cooperative (1) and (2), the 
location of the records (3), and the name 
and address of the person to whom 
inquiries and correspondence should be 
addressed (4), are published here for 
interested persons. Submission of 





56566 


information which could have bearing 

upon the propriety of a filing should be 

directed to the Commission's Office of 

Compliance and Consumer Assistance, 

Washington, D.C. 20423. The Notices are 

in a central file, and can be examined at 

the Office of the Secretary, Interstate 

Commerce Commission, Washington, 

D.C. 

(1) Farmers Union Cooperative 
Transport, Inc. 

(2) Route 2, Box 300 Stetsonville, WI 
54480 

(3) Rt. 2, Box 300, Stetsonville, 
Wisconsin 54480 

(4) Michael J. Wyngaard, 150 East 
Gilman St., Madison, WI 53703 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34240 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


intent To Engage in Compensated 
intercorporate Hauling Operations 


This is to provide notice as required 
by 49 U.S.C. 10524(b)(1) that the named 
corporations intend to provide or use 
compensated intercorporate hauling 
operations as authorized in 49 U.S.C. 
10524(b). 

1. Parent corporation and address of 
principal office: Hannaford Bros. Co., 54 
Hannaford St., South Portland, Maine 
04106. 

2. Wholly owned subsidiary which 
will participate in the operations and 
State of incorporation: Hannaford 
Trucking Company (Maine). 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 82-34239 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Finance Applications; 
jotice 


The following applications seek 
approval to consolidate, purchase, 
merge, lease operating rights and 
properties, or acquire control of motor 
carriers pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11343 or 
11344, Also, applications directly related 
to these motor finance applications 
(such as conversions, gateway 
eliminations, and securities issuances) 
may be involved. 

The applications are governed by 49 
CFR 1182.1 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice. See Ex Parte 55 (Sub-No. 44), 
Rules Governing Applications Filed By 
Motor Carriers Under 49 U.S.C. 11344 
and 11349, 363 I.C.C. 740 (1981). These 
rules provide among other things, that 
opposition to the granting of an 
application must be filed with the 
Commission in the form of verified 


statements within 45 days after the date 
of notice of filing of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 
Failure seasonably to oppose will be 
construed as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. If the 
protest includes a request for oral 
hearing, the request shall meet the 
requirements of Rule 242 of the special 
rules and shall include the certification 
required. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1182.2. A copy of any 
application, together with applicant’s 
supporting evidence, can be obtained 
from any applicant upon request and 
payment to applicant of $10.00, in 
accordance with 49 CFR 1182.2(d). 

Amendments to the request for 
authority will not be accepted after the 
date of this publication. However, the 
Commission may modify the operating 
authority involved in the application to 
conform to the Commission's policy of 
simplifying grants of operating authority. 

We find, with the exception of those 
applications involving impediments (e.g., 
jurisdictional problems, unresolved 
fitness questions, questions involving 
possible unlawful control, or improper 
divisions of operating rights) that each 
applicant has demonstrated, in 
accordance with the applicable 
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344, and 11349, and with the 
Commission's rules and regulations, that 
the proposed transaction should be 
authorized as stated below. Except 
where specifically noted this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor does it appear 
to qualify as a major regulatory action 
under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests as to the finance application or 
to any application directly related 
thereto filed within 45 days of 
publication (or, if the application later 
becomes unopposed), appropriate 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant (unless the application 
involves impediments) upon compliance 
with certain requirements which will be 
set forth in a notification of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. To 
the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant's 
existing authority, the duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicant(s) must comply with all 
conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of‘authority within the time 
period specified in the notice of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
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the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 


Please direct status inquiries to Team 
3 (202) 275-5223. 


Volume OP3-MC-F-45 


Decided: December 10, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Williams, and Ewing. 

MC-F 15020, filed December 2, 1982. 
RICHARD L. LOFTUS, (LOFTUS) (7925 
Nevada Avenue, Hammond, IN)— 
continuance in control—RAINBOW 
TRANSPORT, INC. (RAINBOW) (7925 
Nevada Avenue, Hammond, IN). 
Representative: Carl L. Steiner, 135 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL. Loftus 
seeks authority to continue in control of 
Rainbow upon the institution by 
RAINBOW of operations in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a motor common 
carrier. Rainbow has filed an 
application in No. MC-164965 seeking 
authority to transport, over irregular 
routes, general commodities (with 
exceptions), between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). Loftus presently 
holds no permanent authority from the 
Commission, however, Loftus also 
controls through stock ownership, 
Sawyer Eastern Inc., a motor common 
carrier pursuant to Certificate issued in 
MC-149582 and subs thereunder. 


Note.—Rainbow has filed a directly related 
application in its initial common carrier 
permanent application. This application, 
docketed No. MC-164965 is published in this 
same Federal Register issue. 

For the following, please direct status 
inquiries to Team 2 at 202-275-7030. 


Volume No. OP2-316 


Decided: December 9, 1982. 


By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 


MC-F-15015, filed November 26, 1982. 
U.S. TRUCK LINES, INC., OF 
DELAWARE, (applicant), 785 Union 
Commerce Bldg., Cleveland, OH, 
44115—continuance in control—MOTOR 
EXPRESS RENTALS CORPORATION, 
6501 West 65th St., Chicago, IL 60638. 
Representative: Joel H. Steiner, 135 
South LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60603. 
Applicant seeks authority to continue in 
control of Motor Express Rentals 
Corporation, upon the institution by 
Motor Express Rentals Corporation of 
operations, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a motor common carrier. 
Applicant seeks to acquire control of 
said rights and property through the 
transaction. Applicant, a non carrier 
controls through stock ownership (1) Be 
Mac Transport Company, Inc., MC- 
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10872 and subs thereto, (2) Brown 
Express, Inc., MC-46054 and subs 
thereto, (3) Central Truck Lines, Inc., 
MC-36473 and subs thereto, (4) The 
Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati 
Highway, Inc., MC-3419 and MC-3420 
and subs thereto, (5) Kanawha Cartage 
Company, MC-150148 and subs thereto, 
(6) Mercury Freight Lines, Inc., MC- 
113528 and subs thereto, (7) Motor 
Express Inc. of Indiana, MC-28813 and 
subs thereto, (8) Motor Express, Inc. 
(NJ), MC-1778 and subs thereto, (9) 
National Tank Truck Delivery, Inc., MC- 
116132 and subs thereto, and (10) Ohio 
Delivery, Inc., MC-142758 and subs 
thereto. 

Note.—Motor Express Rentals Corporation 
has filed as a directly related application its 
initial common carrier application, docketed 
MC-164862, published in the same Federal 
Register issue. 

[FR Doc. 82-34245 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Finance Applications; 
Decision-Notice 


As indicated by the findings below, 
the Commission has approved the 
following applications filed under 49 
U.S.C. 10924, 10926, 10931 and 10932. 

We find: 

Each transaction is exempt from 
section 11343 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and complies with the 
appropriate transfer rules. 

This decision is neither a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment nor a 
major regulatory action under the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 
1975. 

Petitions seeking reconsideration must 
be filed within 20 days from the date of 
this publication. Replies must be filed 
within 20 days after the final date for 
filing petitions for reconsideration; any 
interested person may file and serve a 
reply upon the parties to the proceeding. 
Petitions which do not comply with the 
relevant transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1181.4 
may be rejected. 

If petitions for reconsideration are not 
timely filed, and applicants satisfy the 
conditions, if any, which have been 
imposed, the application is granted and 
they will receive an effective notice. The 
notice will recite the compliance 
requirements which must be met before 
the transferee may commence 
operations. 

Applicants must comply with any 
conditions set forth in the following 
decision-notices within 20 days after 
publication, or within any approved 
extension period. Otherwise, the 
decision-notice shall have no further 
effect. 


It is order: 

The following application are 
approved, subject to the conditions 
stated in the publication, and further 
subject to the administrative 
requirements stated in the effective 
notice to be issued hereafter. 

By the Commission, Review Board Number 
3, Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Please direct status inquiries to Team 

3, (202) 275-5223. 


Volume No. OP3-MC-FC-55 


MC-FC-81031. By decision of 
December 9, 1982, issued under 49 U.S.C. 
10926 and the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 
1181, Review Board Number 3 approved 
the transfer to ALASKA FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., Valdez. AK, of Certificate 
No. MC-118444 Sub 2, issued February 4, 
1963, to BILL UNFER AND VIC UNFER, 
d.b.a. UNFER BROS., Valdez, AK, 
authorizing the transportation of general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk in tank- 
type equipment, and household goods as 
defined by the Commission), between 
Haines and Valdez, AK, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Fairbanks, AK, 
and points in AK on AK Hwy 2 between 
Fairbanks and the United States-Canada 
Boundary line: points on AK Hwy 4 
between Valdez, AK, and the junction of 
AK Hwys 4 and 2 at or near Delta 
Junction, AK; and points within 50 miles 
of the described portions of said 
highways (including points on AK Hwy 
1 between Tok Junction and Gulkana, 
AK). Representative: George Hillar, P.O. 
Box 1769, Valdez, AK 99686. 

For the following, please direct status 
inquires to Team 5 (202) 275-7289. 


Volume No. OP5-FC-282 


MC-FC-81019. By decision of 
December 6, 1982 issued under 49 U.S.C. 
10926 and the transfer rules at 49 CFR 
1181, Review Board Number 3 approved 
the transfer to THE MIAMI 
MARGARINE COMPANY, d.b.a. 
DELMAR TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, of Cincinnati, OH, of 
Certificate No. MC 162668, issued 
November 2, 1982, to OLD DUTCH 
DISTRIBUTORS. INC., of Blasdell, NY, 
authorizing the transportation of food 
and related products, between 
Cleveland and Cincinnati, OH, 
Philadelphia, PA, Buffalo, NY, Detroit, 
MI, and points in Chautauqua County, 
NY, Kent County, MI, Middlesex 
County, NJ, Greenville County, SC, and 
Summit County, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, those points in the 
U.S. in and east of MN, IA, KS, MO, AR, 
and LA. Representative: William J. 


56567 


Hirsch, 64 Niagara St., Buffalo, NY 
14202. 

[FR Doc. 82-34244 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Decision Volume No. 065] 


Republication of Grants of Operating 
Rights Prior to Certification 


The following grants of operating 
rights authorities are republished by 
order of the Commission to indicate a 
broadened grant of authority over that 
previously noticed in the Federal 
Register. 

An original and one copy of a petition 
for leave to intervene in the proceeding 
must be filed with the Commission ~ 
within 30 days after the date of this 
Federal Register notice. Such pleading 
shall address specifically the issue(s) 
indicated as the purpose for 
republication. A copy of the pleading 
shall be served concurrently upon the 
carrier’s representative, or carrier if no 
representative is named. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 


MC 144757 (Sub-19) (republication) 
filed March 16, 1982; published in the 
Federal Register issue of May 10, 1982; 
and republished this issue. Applicant: 
DAKOTA PACIFIC TRANSPORT, INC., 
3104 East St. Patrick, Rapid City, SD 
57701. Representative: J. Maurice 
Andren, 1734 Sheridan Lake Road, 
Rapid City, SD 57701, Phone: (605) 343- 
4036. In a decision by the Entire 
Commission, decided October 20, 1982, 
and finds that performance by applicant: 
To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting general commodities, 
between Readers, AL, Bell and McNary, 
AZ, Villa Park, CA, Alfords and Gorday, 
GA, Bloomfield, Carbon, Evanston, 
Orange City, South Ottumwa, and West 
Grove, IA, Allendale, Beecher City, 
Berry, Breckenridge, Broughton, 
Converse Branch, Dales, Edinburg, 
Equality, Flanagan, Graymont, Havoline, 
Iola, Lakewood, Louis, Millersville, 
Oweneco, Rochester, Rook’s Creek, 
Sharpsburg, and Tower Hill, IL, Ashley, 
Benton, Clarksville, Eddy, Foraker, 
Hamilton, Helmer, Hudson, Paoli, South 
Milford, Stoney Creek, Topeka, and 
Wolcottville, IN, Maxine, KS, Benton, 
Blackford, Camp Breckenridge, Clay, 
Corydon, Crayne, Crider, Deanfield, 
DeKoven, Dexter, Edgoten, Fluornoy, 
Fordsville, Fredonia, Grove Center, 
Hardin, Henshaw, Marion, Masonville, 
Mexico, Morganfield, Narrows, 
Oakridge, Philpot, PI Junction, Repton, 





St. Vincent, Sturgis, Sullivan, 
Thompsonville, Uniontown, Waverly, 
Wheatcroft, and Whitesville, KY, 
Jacobs, Pauls, and Rands, ME, Alden, 
Arnheim, Barker Creek, Bellaire, 
Bendon, Central Lake, Chassel, Chief 
Lake, Douglas, Ellsworth, Hancock, 
Harpers, Interlochen, Keweenaw, 
Norwalk, Pilgrim, State Hospital, Rapid 
City, and Wealthy, MI, Empire, Mo, 
Abbeville. College Hill, Cumberland, 
Dancy, Gibbons, Hudsonville, Lamar, 
Lexington, Mantee, McClary, Michigan 
City, Owens Wells, Oxford, Reform, 
Sherwood, Spraggins, Taylor, 
Waterford, Water Valley, and 
Woodland, MS, Boyd, Fox, Joliet, Red 
Lodge, Roberts, and Sherryl Spur, MT, 
Caroleen and Henrietta, NC, Dunseith 
and Thorne, ND, Irvington, NE, 
Chatsworth, Winslow Junction, and 
Woodmansie. NJ, Mottville, Rosendale, 
and Skaneateles Falls, NY, Edon and 
Westminister, OH, Carlon, Cromby, 
Forest, Garrett Road, Grassland, Honey 
Brook, Light Street, Llanerch, Napier, 
Newton Square Branch, Parker Ford, 
Pennhurst, Spring City, Starrucca, 
Thompson, Transfer. and Uniondale, 
PA, Barton, Furman, Kline, Lena, 
Seigling, and Valentine, SC, Ashland 
City, Beech Bluff, Big Sandy, Bolivar, 
Chapmansboro, Congor, Deanburg, 
Doddsville, Fox Bluff, Hickory Point, 
Hickory Valley, Hornsby, Jordonia, 
Kenwood, Lacy, Lexington, Luray, 
Malesus, Medon, Middleburg, 
Parksburg, Ralston, Riverside, 
Scottsboro, Serles, Silerton, Steel City, 
Terrell, and Toone, TN., DeWalt, 
Herbert, and Smada, TX, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States. 

Conditions: This certificate, to the 
extent it authorizes the transportation of 
classes A and B explosives, will expire 5 
years from its date of issuance. 
Applicant must certify to the 
Commission, prior to initiating 
operations, that all rail service has 
actually terminated at the involved 
points. Applicant must send an affidavit 
marked “Certification of Rail Service 
Termination” to the Deputy Director, 
Motor Section, Office of Proceedings, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to delete all commodity and territorial 
exclusions. 

MC 144757 (Sub-21) (republication), 
filed May 21, 1982; published in the 
Federal Register issue of September 30, 
1982; and republished this issue. 
Applicant: DAKOTA PACIFIC 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3104 East St. 
Patrick, Rapid City, SD 57701. 
Representative: J. Maurice Andren, 1734 


Sheridan Lake Road, Rapid City, SD 
57701, Phone: (605) 343-4036. In a 
decision, by the Commission, Division 1, 
decided November 10, 1982, and finds 
that performance by applicant: To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting genera/ commodities, 
between Arnaudville, Bryant, Bushville, 
Cecelia, Coteau Holmes, Gondron, 
Grand Point, Isle Labbe, Jefferson 
Island, Loreauville, New Iberia 
Conection, Oubre, Parks, Patin, 
Pecaniere, Summerall, Ulysse, Vida, and 
Walet, LA; Fairfax and Tarkio, MO; 
Burckley and Enumclaw, WA; Huntley 
and Ragan, NE; Bender, Breckenridge, 
Eddy, Erie, Grainville, Hunter, Lamont, 
Middleton, Peckham, Salt Fork Steen, 
and Simpson, OK; Weir City, KS; 
Bartlett, Cartago, Coso, Inyokern, Linnie, 
Little Lake, Olancha, and Sykes, CA; 
Corral and Hill City, ID; Cipsco Park, 
Carbon Lake, Leo Rock and Sand Ridge, 
IL; Viola, KS; Edgar, Johnson, Keuka, 
Newby and Oak Crest, FL; Pactolus, 
Stokes and Whitchard, NC; Ehrhardt, 
SC; Dundee, Lake Hamilton and 
Waverly, FL; Greenwood, Loyal and 
Spokeville, WI; Oakdale, MN; 
Pencilwood, CA; Berwick, OH; Mt. 
Hope, NJ; Buchanan, Carlton, 
Cochranton and Utica, PA; Dimeling, 
Madera, and Lilly, PA; Lansdown, NJ; 
Aqueduct, NY; Alexandria, Atlasburg, 
and St. Clair, PA; Kentmere, DE; La Otto 
and Huntertown, IN; Picatinny Arsenal, 
and Hudson, NJ; Whitehall, OH; Levans 
Mill, and Hepburnville, PA; Randolph, 
MA; Hughesville and Warren Glen, NJ; 
Gadsden, IN; Newton Highlands, MA; 
Toms River, NJ; East View, Elmsford, 
and Woodbine, NY; Cadiz, Grants, 
McVittys and Patterson, OH; 
Bowersville, Little Virginia, and New 
Providence, PA; Milton, DE; Olivers, San 
Pierre, Rupel, Tefft, Toto and 
Wheatfield, IN; Colon, Concord, Haires, 
Homer, Spring Arbor, Union City and 
Tekonsha, MI; Merchantville, Pavonia, 
Branchport, East Longbranch and Ft. 
Monmouth, NJ; Frankfort, Harbor, Ilion, 
McConnellsville, Pittsford, Cheming 
Junction, Elmira Heights and 
Horseheads, NY; Coleman, Columbiana 
Mine, Lisbon, De Cliff, Hepburn, Swan 
Creek, W. Marion, and N. Cherokee, 
OH; Ironsides, Glasgow and Irvona, PA; 
Ludlow, MA; Heilwood, PA; Honeoye 
Falls and Lima, NY; Ft. George G. 
Meade, MD; Charlettesville, 
Cumberland, Gem and Greenfield, IN; 
Garrettsville, Hiram, Leavittsburg, 
Phalanx, Amsterdam, Ann Mine, 
Bergholz, Hopedale, Industrial Mine, K & 
R 1 Mine, Mechanicstown, Piney Fork 
and Route 43 Washer, OH; Durbin, 
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Aylesworth, Hebron, Kouts, Le Roy, 
North Judson and Winamac, IN; Bayard 
and Fairhope, OH; Betzwood, Port 
Indian, and Spring Mill, PA; Harding, 
Ontario, and Harrods, OH; Malden, NJ; 
Greason, Lees Cross Roads, Longsdorf, 
Newville, and Eclipse, PA; Arlington 
Siding, Fishkill Plains and Manchester 
Bridge, NY; Centerville and 
Germantown, IN; Eldorado, New Paris 
and Stillwater, OH; Clintondale, East 
Walden and Modena, NY; Amo, 
Clayton, Coatesville and Plainfield, IN; 
Cornwall, PA; Highstown, NJ; 
Covington, Hillsboro, Range Road and 
Waynetown, IN; Mt. Carmel, PA; 
Birmingham, Ft. Dix and Pemberton, NJ; 
Cunningham, Milton, and Semora, NC; 
Baskerville, Boydton, Buffalo Jct., 
Finchley, Mayo, Nelson, Union Level 
and Virgilina, VA; Carthage and Key 
West, MN; and Lake Kapowsin, WA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States. 

Note.—To the extent that the certificate 
granted here authorizes the transportation of 
classes A and B explosives, it will expire 5 
years from the date it is issued. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to include “Alaska and Hawaii” in the 
territorial description. 

MC 148036 (Sub-4) (republication) 
filed July 19, 1982; published in the 
Federal Register issue of August 9, 1982; 
and epublished this issue. Applicant: 
RED WING TRANSPORTATION 
CORPORATION, Box 87, Highway 63, 
Hager City, WI 54104. Representative: 
Harry P. Strong, Jr., 201 Security Bldg., 
2395 University Avenue., St. Paul, MN 
55115 (612-645-0511). In a decision, by 
the Commission, Review Board #3, 
decided October 14, 1982; and finds that 
performance by applicant: To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting {1) food 
and related products, between points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), and (2) general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in Minnesota and 
Pepin County, WI, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), will serve 
a useful public purpose responsive to a 
public demand or need. Applicant is fit, 
willing, and able properly to perform the 
granted service and to conform to 
statutory and administrative 
requirements. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to include “food and elated products in bulk” 
in the commodity description. 


MC 161637 (republication) filed May 6, 


1982; published in the Federal Register 
issue of May 26, 1982; and republished 
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this issue. Applicant: ROGERT SAMAC, 
d.b.a. S.S.T., 905 S. 209th, Seattle, WA 
98148. Representative: Boyd Hartman, 
P.O. Box 3641, Bellevue, WA 98009, 
Phone: (206) 453-0312. In a decision, by 
the Commission, Division 1, decided 
October 27, 1982, and finds that 
performance by applicant: To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) salt, 
between points in Washington, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Utah; (2) bui/ding materials, between 
points in Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Texas, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming; and (3) iron and steel 
articles, between points in California, 
Idaho, Nevada Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming, will serve a 
useful public purpose responsive to a 
public demand or need. Applicant is fit, 
willing and able properly to perform the 
granted service and to conform to 
statutory and administrative 
requirements. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to include “California, Idaho, and Montana” 
in Part 2 of the grant of authority. 

[FR Doc. 82-34241 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


In the matter of Motor Common and 
Contract Carriers of Property (fitness- 
only); Motor Common Carriers of 
Passengers (fitness-only); Motor 
Contract Carriers of Passengers; 
Property Brokers (other than household 
goods). 

The following applications for motor 
common or contract carriage of property 
and for a broker of property (other than 
household goods) are governed by 
Subpart A of Part 1160 of the 
Commission's General Rules of Practice. 
See 49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart A, 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 1, 1982, at 47 FR 49583, which 
redesignated the regulations at 49 CFR 
1100.251, published in the Federal 
Register on December 31, 1980. For 
compliance procedures, see 49 CFR 
1160.19. Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart B. 

The following applications for motor 
common or contract carriage of 
passengers filed on or after November 
19, 1982, are governed by Subpart D of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice. See 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart D, published 
in the Federal Register on November 24, 


1982, at 49 FR 53271. For compliance 
procedures, sée 49 CFR 1160.86. Persons 
wishing to oppose an application must 
follow the rules under 49 CFR Part 1160, 
Subpart E. 

These applications may be protested 
only on the grounds that applicant is not 
fit, willing, and able to provide the 
transportation service or to comply with 
the appropriate statutes and 
Commission regulations. 

Applicant's representative is required 
to mail a copy of an application, 
including all supporting evidence, within 
three days of a request and upon 
payment to applicant's representative of 
$10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, or jurisdictional 
questions) we find, preliminarily, that 
each applicant has demonstrated that it 
is fit, willing, and able to perform the 
service proposed, and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operation (except those with duly noted 
problems) and will remain in full effect 
only as long as the applicant maintains 
appropriate compliance. The unopposed 
applications involving new entrants will 
be subject to the issuance of an effective 
notice setting forth the compliance 
requirements which must be satisfied 
before the authority will be issued. Once 
this compliance is met, the authority will 
be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shal! be 


construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Williams, and Ewing. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Note.-All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over irregular 
routes unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract.” 

Please direct status inquiries to Team 
Three at (202) 275-5223. 


Volume No. OP3-47 
Decided: December 10, 1982. 


MC 1515 (Sub-318), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: GREYHOUND LINES, 
INC., Greyhound Tower, Phoenix, AZ 
85077. Representative: R. L. Wilson 
(same address as applicant) (602) 248- 
5016. Transporting passengers, in special 
and charter operations, between points 
in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seek to provide privately- 
funded special and charter transportation. 

MC 1934 (Sub-51), filed November 22, 
1982. Applicant: THE ARROW LINE, 
INC., P.O. Box 387, East Hartford, CT 
06108. Representative: Robert J. Brooks, 
1828 L St., NW., Suite 1111, Washington, 
DC 20036 (202) 466-3892. Transporting 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


MC 107815 (Sub-12), filed November 
29, 1982. Applicant: IOWA COACHES, 
INCORPORATED, 1180 E. Rossevelt 
Ext., Dubuque, IA 52001. Representative: 
Steven C. Schoenebaum, 1100 Carriers 
Bldg., 601 Locust, Des Moines, IA 50309 
(515) 283-2076. Transporting passengers, 
in charter and special operations, 
between points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 109014 (Sub-7), filed November 23, 
1982. Applicant: GREAT SOUTHERN 
COACHES, INC., 900 Burke Ave., 
Jonesboro, AR 72401. Representative: 
Patsy Gerber (Same address as 
applicant), (501) 935-5569. Transporting 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 120515 (Sub-2), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: ARROW BUS LINE, 
INC., P.O. Box 842, Tillson, NY 12486. 
Representative: James M. Burns, 1365 
Main St., Suite 403, Springfield, MA 





01103 (413) 781-8205. Transporting 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 121684 (Sub-4), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: ORLANDO TRANSIT 
COMPANY, 4950 L. B. McLeod Rd., 
Orlando, FL 32802. Representative: 
Jeremy Kahn, Suite 733 Investment Bldg., 
1511 K St., NW, Washington, DC 20005, 
(202) 783-3535. Transporting passengers, 
in special and charter operations. 
beginning and ending at points in FL, 
and extending to points in the U.S. 
(except HI). 

Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 133305 (Sub-4), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: DAVIS TOURS, INC., 
711 12th St., No., Canton, OH 44704. 
Representative: Jeremy Kahn, Suite 733 
Investment Bldg., 1511 K St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20005, (202) 783-3525. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, beginning and ending 
at points in OH, and extending to points 
in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 134845 (Sub-5), filed November 22, 
1982. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRAVELINE COACH COMPANY, 4981 
Factory Dr., Fairfield, OH 45014. 
Representative: Robert J. Brooks, 1828 L 
St., NW., Suite 1111, Washington, DC 
20036, (202) 466-3892. Transporting 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded special and charter 
transportation. 

MC 143065 (Sub-6), filed November 23, 
1962. Applicant: WEATHERFORD 
TRANSIT, INC., Highway 15 N., P.O. 
Box 1764, Hartsville, SC 29550. 
Representative: L.C. Major, Jr., Suite 304 
Overlook Bldg., 6121 Lincolnia Rd., P.O. 
Box 11278, Alexandria, VA 22312, (703) 
750-1112. Transporting passengers, in 
special charter operations, between 
points in the U.S. {except HI). 

Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 145784 (Sub-1), filed November 23, 
1982. Applicant: ATLANTIC COAST 
TOURS, INC., 284 Main St., Butler, NJ 
07405. Representative: L.C. Major, Jr., 
Suite 304 Overlook Bldg., 6121 Lincolnia 
Rd., P.O. Box 11278, Alexandria, VA 
22312, (703) 750-1112. Transporting 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. _ 
(except HI). 


Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 146675 (Sub-3), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: KINCAID COACH 
LINES, INC., 9207 Woodend Rd., 
Edwardsville, KS 66111. Representative: 
Michael T. Kincaid (same address as 
applicant) (913) 441-6200. Transporting 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in MO, and extending to points in 
the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 148425 (Sub-5), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: SUNDANCE STAGE 
LINES, INC., 3762 Main St., San Diego, 
CA 92113. Representative: Roger Curtis 
McKee, 5030 Camino de la Siesta, Suite 
305, San Diego, CA 92108 (714) 296-5051. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, between points in 
the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 151475 {Sub-2), filed November 19, 
1982. Applicant: HUDSON GENERAL 
COACH LINES, INC., P.O. Box 880, 
Huntington Park, CA 90255. 
Representative: L. C. Major, Jr., Suite 304 
Overlook Building, 6121 Lincolnia Road, 
P.O. Box 11278, Alexandria, VA 22312 
(703) 750-1112. Transporting passengers, 
in charter and special operation, 
between points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation 

MC 154135 (Sub-2), filed November 23, 
1982. Applicant: ELLISON 
TRANSPORTATION CO., P.O. Box 636, 
Roseburg, OR 97470. Representative: 
Jerry R. Woods, Rm 104 Flavia Hall, P.O. 
Box 28, Marylhurst, OR 97036 (505) 635- 
5600. Transporting passengers, in 
charter and special operations, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 156384 (Sub-2), filed November 23, 
1982. Applicant: TRANSPO, 
INCORPORATED, 9 Mill Plain Rd., 
Danbury, CT 06810. Representative: 
Sidney J. Leshin, 3 E. 54th St., New York, 
NY 10022 (212) 759-3700. Transporting 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 
(except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeds to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164674, filed November 23, 1982. 
Applicant: QUADRA BUS CORP., 145- 
42 180th Street, Springfield Gardens, NY 
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11434. Representative: Sidney J. Leshin, 
3 East 54th Street, New York, NY 10022 
(212) 759-3700. Transporting passengers, 
in special and charter operations, 
between points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164815, filed November 22, 1982. 
Applicant: DELY TRAVEL SERVICE, 
INC., 20223 Mack Avenue, Grosse Pointe 
Woods, MI 48236. Representative: 
Robert J. Brooks, 1828 L Street, NW., 
Suite 1111, Washington, DC 20036 (202) 
466-3892. Transporting passengers, in 
special and charter operations, between 
points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164824, filed November 22, 1982. 
Applicant: CUMBERLAND COACH 
SERVICE, LTD., 295 Skidmore Road, 
Deer Park, NY 11729. Representative: 
Sidney J. Leshin, 3 East 54th Street, New 
York, NY 10022 (212) 759-3700. 
Transporting passengers, in special and 
charter operations, between points in 
the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded special and charter 
transportation. 

MC 164835, filed November 22, 1982. 
Applicant: THOMAS COACH LINES, 
INC., 740 Sylviawood Ave., Park Ridge, 
IL 60068. Representative: Robert A. 
Thomas (same address as applicant) 
(312) 823-6794. Transporting passengers, 
in special and charter operations, 
between points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164855, filed November 22, 1982. 
Applicant: McCLARY TOURS, INC., 20 
Courtney Drive, Farmingville, NY 11738. 
Representative: Sidney J. Leshin, 3 East 
54th Street, New York, NY 10022 (212) 
759-3700. Transporting passengers in 
special and charter operations, between 
points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164895, filed November 26, 1982. 
Applicant: CENTURY MOVING & 
STORAGE, INC., P.O. Box 923, Long 
Beach, CA 90801. Representative: Robert 
J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut Ave., 
NW., Suite 1200, Washington, DC 20036, 
(202) 785-0024. Transporting (1) for or on 
behalf of the U.S. Government, general 
commodities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), (2) shipments weighing 100 
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pounds or less if transported in a motor 
vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), and (3) 
used household goods for the account of 
the U.S. Government incident to the 
performance of a pack-and-crate service 
on behalf of the Department of Defense, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 164914, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: DENNIS L. JACKSON d.b.a. 
MOONBEAM EXPRESS, 6714 
Summitview Ave., Yakima, WA 98908. 
Representative: Dennis L. Jackson (same 
address as applicant) (509) 965-4178. 
Transporting food and other edible 
products and byproducts intended for 
human consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricu/tural 
limestone and fertilizers, and other soil 
conditioners by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. (except HI). 

MC 164974, filed December 2, 1982. 
Applicant: PETER D. THORNBURG 
d.b.a. THORNBURG TRANSFER, 6405 
Bridge Rd. #201, Madison, WI 53713. 
Representative: Ann M. Thornburg 
(Same address as applicant) (608) 221- 
8187. Transporting food and other edible 
products and byproducts intended for 
human consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
limestone and fertilizers and other soil 
conditioners, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


Volume No. OP3-52 


Decided: December 13, 1982. 

MC 142765 (Sub-15), filed December 1, 
1982. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 797 Amity 
Rd., Bethany, CT 06525. Representative: 
Mel P. Booker, Jr., P.O. Box 1281, Old 
Town Station, Alexandria, VA 22313, 
(703) 836-6115. Transporting, for or on 
behalf of the U.S. Government, .general 
commodities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

For the following, please direct status 
inquiries to Team 4 at 202-275-7669. 


Volume No. OP4-067 


Decided: December 13, 1982. 

MC 126526 (Sub-2), filed November 29, 
1982. Applicant: FAIRBANKS 
MIDWEST TRUCK LINES, INC., 1721 
Thorne Rd., Tacoma, WA 98421. 
Representative: J. G. Dail, Jr., P.O. Box 
LL, McLean, VA 22101, (703) 893-3050. 
Transporting (1) for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
commodities (except used household 


goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons amd munitions), 
and (2) used household goods, for the 
account of the United Stated 
Government incident to the performance 
of a pack-and-crate service on behalf of 
the Department of Defense, between 
points in the U.S. 


Volume No. OP4-069 


Decided: December 13, 1982. 

MC 111347 (Sub-4), filed December 8, 
1982. Applicant: PRIGGE’S 
CHARTERED BUSES, INC., d.b.a. 
PRIGGE’S DISCOVERY COACH LINES, 
305 S. Commerce St., Sheboygan, WI 
53081. Representative: Richard A. 
Westley, 4506 Regent St., Suite 100, P.O. 
Box 5086, Madison, WI 53705-0086, (608) 
238-3119. Transporting passengers, in 
charter and special operations, between 
points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 129596 (Sub-2), filed December 3, 
1982. Applicant: ABC BONDED 
WAREHOUSES, INC., 5000 Pan 
American Freeway, N.E., Albuquerque, 
NM 87109. Representative: Norris R. 
Penny, Sr. (same address as applicant), 
(505) 881-1414. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. 

MC 138297 (Sub-12), filed December 3, 
1982. Applicant: CENTRAL FLORIDA 
COACH LINES, INC., P.O. Box 127, 
Mountaintop, PA 18707. Representative: 
Raymond Talipski, 121 S. Main St., 
Taylor, PA 18517, (717) 344-8030. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, beginning and ending 
at points in PA, and extending to points 
in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 144237 (Sub-2), filed December 2, 
1982. Applicant: EUGENE T. FALBO, 
d.b.a. MOUNTAIN VIEW TOURWAYS, 
R.D. #6, Box 401, Latrobe, PA 15650. 
Representative: John A. Pillar, 1500 Bank 
Tower, 307 4th Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 
15222, (412) 471-3300. Transporting 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164906, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: MAE BUS SERVICE, 501 
Riddick Circle, Suffolk, VA 23434. 
Representative: Edward L. Mae (same 
address as applicant), (804) 539-8174. 
Transporting passengers, in special and 
charter operations, beginning and 
ending at points in VA and NC, and 
extending to points in the U.S. 


Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


MC 164967, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: POCONO MOUNTAIN 
TRAILS, INC., Box 488, Blairstown, NJ 
07825. Representative: Ronald I. Shapss, 
450 Seventh Ave., New York, NY 10123, 
(212) 239-4610. Transporting passengers, 
in special and charter operations, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


MC 164986, filed December 28, 1982. 
Applicant: DAVID C. McCOY, d.b.a. 
McCOY'S CHARTER SERVICE, 3040 E. 
Olive, Unit 106A, Fresno, CA 93701. 
Representative: Eldon M. Johnson, 650 
California St., Suite 2808, San Francisco, 
CA 94108, (415) 986-8696. Transporting 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. 
(except HI). 

Note.—Applicants seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


Volume No. OP4-071_ - 
Decided: December 13, 1982. 


MC 162316, filed November 23, 1982. 
Applicant: SOUTHERN 
CHARTERWAYS LTD., P.O. Box 1115, 
Swift Current, Saskatchewan, Canada 
S9H 3X3. Representative: Kenneth 
Donaldson (same address as applicant), 
(306) 773-4891. Transporting passengers, 
in charter or special operations, 
beginning and ending at points on the 
International Boundary Line between 
the U.S. and Canada at points in WA, 
ID, MT, ND and AK, and extending to 
points in AK, AR, AZ, CA, CO, FL, GA, 
IA, ID, IL, KS, KY, MI, MN, ND, NE, NV, 
OK, SD, TN, TX, UT, WA, MT and WY. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


MC 164717, filed November 17, 1982. 
Applicant: FISCHBACH LIMOUSINE 
SERVICE, INC., 160 Cabrini Blvd,. Apt 
31, New York, NY 10033. Representative: 
Marilyn Mauler, 445 Park Ave., New 
York, NY 10022, (212) 980-3200. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, beginning and ending 
at points in NY, and extending to points 
in NJ, PA, CT, MA, NH and VT. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 


MC 164866, filed November 26, 1982. 
Applicant: KEITH D. SNYDER, d.b.a., 
PUNXSUTAWNEY BUS CO., 106 Pine 
St., Punxsutawney, PA 15767. 
Representative: Keith D. Snyder (same 





address as applicant), (814) 938-7630. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, between points in 
the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 164936, filed December 1, 1982. 
Applicant: NORTH CENTRAL 
LABORATORIES, INC., 510—25th Ave. 
North, P.O. Box 1417, St. Cloud, MN 
56302. Representative: James E. 
Ballenthin, 1016 Conwed Tower, 444 
Cedar St., St. Paul, MN 55101, (612) 227- 
7731. Transporting shipments weighing 
100 pounds or less if transported in a 
motor vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 164956, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: GARY J. PADRTA, d.b.a. 
WESTERN TRUCK BROKERS, 6422 E. 
Mallon, Spokane, WA 99206. 
Representative: Gary J. Padrta (same 
address as applicant), (509) 534-9363. As 
a broker of general commodities (except 
household goods) between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

[FR Doc. 82-34248 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


In the matter of Motor Common and 
Contract Carriers of Property {except 
fitness-only); Motor Common Carriers of 
Passengers (public interest); Freight 
Forwarders; Water Carriers; Household 
Goods Brokers. 

The following applications for motor 
common or contract carriers of property, 
water carriage, freight forwarders, and 
household goods brokers are governed 
by Subpart A of Part 1160 of the 
Commission's General Rules of Practice. 
See 49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart A, 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 1, 1982, at 47 FR 49583, which 
redesignated the regulations at 49 CFR 
1100.251, published in the Federal 
Register December 31, 1980. For 
compliance procedures, see 49 CFR 
1160.19. Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart B. 

The following applications for motor 
common carriage of passengers, filed on 
or after November 19, 1982, are 
governed by Subpart D of 49 CFR Part 
1160, published in the Federal Register 
on November 24, 1982 at 47 FR 53271. 
For compliance procedures, see 49 CFR 
1160.86. Carriers operating pursuant to 
an intrastate certificate also must 
comply with 49 U.S.C. 10922{c)(2)(E). 
Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 


49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart E. In addition 
to fitness grounds, these applications 
may be opposed on the grounds that the 
transportation to be authorized is not 
consistent with the public interest. 

Applicant's representative is required 
to mail a copy of an application, 
including all supporting evidence, within 
three days of a request and upon 
payment to applicant's representative of 
$10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated that it is fit, 
willing, and able to perform the service 
proposed, and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. 

We make an additional preliminary 
finding with respect to each of the 
following types of applications as 
indicated: common carrier of property— 
that the service proposed will serve a 
useful public purpose, responsive to a 
pubic demand or need; water common 
carrier—that the transportation to be 
provided under the certificate is or will 
be required by the public convenience 
and necessity; water contract carrier, 
motor contract carrier of property, 
freight forwarder, and household goods 
broker—that the transportation will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of section 
10101 of chapter 101 of Title 49 of the 
United States Code. 

These presumptions shall not be 
deemed to exist where the application is 
opposed. Except where noted, this 
decision is neither a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations {except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
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entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements,which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

Note.—Ail applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract.” Applications filed under 49 U.S.C. 
10922(c)(2)(B) to operate in intrastate 
commerce over regular routes as a motor 
common carrier of passengers are duly noted. 


Please direct status inquiries to Team 
Three at (202) 275-5223. 


Volume No, OP3-45A 


Decided: December 10, 1982. 


By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Williams, and Ewing. 


MC 164965, filed December 2, 1982. 
Applicant: RAINBOW TRANSPORT, 
INC., 7925 Nevada Avenue, Hammond, 
IN 46323. Representative: Carl L. Steiner, 
135 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, I 
60603, (312) 236-9375. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Note.—This application is directly related 
to MC-F 15026, published in this same 
Federal Register issue. 


For the following, please direct status 
inquiries to Team 5 at 202-275-7289. 


Volume No. OP5-280. 


Decided: December 8, 1982. 


By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 


MC 43038 (Sub-501), filed November 
30, 1982. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 
CARRIERS, INC., 20300 Civic Center 
Drive, Fourth Floor, Box CS 5027, 
Southfield, MI 48037. Representative: 
Paul H. Jones, 29725 Shacket Avenue, 
Madison Heights, MI 48071, (315) 352- 
9200. Transporting motor vehicles, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with persons, who are engaged in 
business as manufacturers, distributors 
or dealers of motor vehicles. 
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MC 74169 (Sub-10), filed December 1, 
1982. Applicant: CHIEFTAIN VAN 
LINES, INC., 7201 Main St., Ralston, NE 
68127. Representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut Ave., NW., 
Suite 1200, Washington, DC 20036, (202) 
785-0024. Transporting household goods, 
between points in the U.S. (except VT, 
AK and HI). 

MC 75138 (Sub-5), filed December 1, 
1982. Applicant: OGDEN TRANSFER 
AND STORAGE COMPANY, 2105 Wall 
Avenue, Ogden, UT 84401. 
Representative: Thomas R. Kingsley, 
10614 Amherst Avenue, Silver Spring, 
MD 20902, (301) 649-5074. Transporting 
(1) household goods, (2) furniture and 
fixtures, and (3) office and store 
equipment, (a) between points in the 
U.S. in and west of MN, WI, IL, MO, AR, 
and LA (except AK and HI), and (b) 
between points in the U.S. in and west 
of MN, WI, IL, MO, AR, and LA (except 
AK and HI), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. east of MN, 
WI, IL, MO, AR, and LA (except VT). 

MC 104758 (Sub-4), filed November 29, 
1982. Applicant: PAT’S VAN LINES, 
INC., 3616 Indiana, Kansas City, MO 
64128. Representative: Donald J. Quinn, 
Commerce Bank Building, 8901 State 
Line—Suite 232, Kansas City, MO 64114, 
(816) 444-7474. Transporting household 
goods, between points in AL, AR, CO, 
DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, MD, 
MS, MO, NE, NJ, NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, 
SC, TN, TX, VA and WV. 

MC 128648 (Sub-35), filed December 2, 
1982. Applicant: TRANS-UNITED, INC., 
P.O. Box 2081, East Chicago, IN 46312. 
Representative: Joseph Winter, 29 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL 60603, (312) 
263-2306. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
dealers and distributors of building 
materials and lumber and wood 
products, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 154739 (Sub-5), filed November 22, 
1982. Applicant: JEBCO LEASING, INC., 
515 El Camino Road, Greenwood, IN 
46142. Representative: Walter F. Jones, 
Jr., 1111 East 54th St., Suite 155, 
Indianapolis, IN 46220, (317) 257-4066. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI). Condition: Prior or 
coincidental-cancellation, at applicant's 
written request, of Permits No. MC 
154739 (Subs 1, 2, 3 & 4). 

Note.—The purpose of application is to 
convert applicant's authority from contract to 
common, 

MC 163778 (Sub-1), filed November 26, 
1982. Applicant: J. H. TRANSPORT, 
INC., 105 Lakeside Drive, Stanton, MI 


48888. Representative: William B. Elmer, 
P.O. Box 801, Traverse City, MI 49685- 
0801, (616) 941-5313. Transporting food 
and related products, between points in 
Scott County, MS; and MI; on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 164189, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: YELLOWHEAD 
TRANSPORT, LTD., Box 386, Yorkton, 
Saskatchewan, Canada S3N 2W1. 
Representative: Charles E. Johnson, P.O. 
Box 2056, Bismarck, ND 58502-2056. 
Transporting fertilizer and feed and feed 
ingredients, between ports of entry on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada; in MT, 
ND, ID, WA and MN, on the one hand, 
and on the other, those points in the U.S. 
in and west of WI, LA, MO, AR and LA, 
(except AK and HI). 


Volume No. OP5-283 


Decided: December 9, 1982 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 76818 (Sub-2), filed November 29, 
1982. Applicant: WM. PERRY 
TRUCKING, INC., One Warren Ave., 
Braintree, MA 02184. Representative: 
Francis E. Barrett, Jr., 10 Industrial Park 
Rd., Hingham, MA 02043, 617-749-6500. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in ME, NH, VT, 
MA, RI, CT, NY and Nj. 

MC 140928 (Sub-4), filed November 24, 
1982. Applicant: VULCAN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 6223-A, 
Birmingham, AL 35217. Representative: 
John R. Frawley, Suite 200, 120 Summit 
Pkwy., Birmingham, AL 35209-4786, 205- 
942-9116. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, and household goods), 
between points in AL, FL, GA, KY, LA, 
MO, MS, OK, SC, and TN, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, those points in 
the U.S. in and east of TX, OK, KS, MO, 
IA and MN. 


MC 151989 (Sub-2), filed November 23, 
1982. Applicant: TODD 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 421 
Garrard Street, Covington, KY 41011. 
Representative: Stephen D. Strauss, 2510 
Carew Tower, Cincinnati, OH 45202, 
(513) 621-4607. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 164578, filed November 29, 1982. 
Applicant: TRUCK CONTROL 
SERVICE, INC., 7017 N. 56th Avenue, 
Glendale, AZ 85301. Representative: Phil 
B. Hammond, 3003 N. Central, Suite 


2201, Phoenix, AZ 85012, (602) 266-2224. 
Transporting wire and cable, between 
points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with Times Fiber 
Communications, Inc., of Wallingford, 
CT. 


MC 164648, filed November 8, 1982. 
Applicant: HUQ’S EXPRESS, INC., 34 
Mason Rd., Dudley, MA 01570. 
Representative: Michael R. Werner, 241 
Cedar Lane, Teaneck, NJ 07666, 201-836- 
1144. Transporting chemicals and 
related products, and furniture and 
fixtures, between points in MA, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
CT, MA, ME, NH, NJ, NY, PA, RI, and 
VT. 


MC 164848, filed November 17, 1982. 
Applicant: MAGRA, INC., 1720 Dove St., 
P.O. Box 152, Port Huron, MI 48060. 
Representative: Ronald J. Mastej, 900 
Guardian Bldg., Detroit, MI 48226, 313- 
963-3750. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
MI and OH, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IL, IN, KY, MI, OH, PA 
and WI. Condition: The person or 
persons who appear to be engaged in 
common control of another regulated 
carrier must either (1) state that a 
petition has been filed under 49 U.S.C. 
11343(e) seeking an exemption from the 
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 11343, (2) file 
an application under 49 U.S.C. 11343(A), 
or (3) submit an affidavit indicating why 
such approval is unnecessary, to the 
Secretary’s office. In order to expedite 
issuance of any authority please submit 
a copy of this filing to Team 5, Room 
2414. . 


MC 164879, filed November 23, 1982. 
Applicant: WAYNE L. BARNEY, d.b.a. 
PRESCOTT DELIVERY SERVICE, 206 E. 
Sheldon, Prescott, AZ 86301. 
Representative: Andrew V. Baylor, 337 
E. Elm Street, Phoenix, AZ 85012, (602) 
274-5146. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Coconino, Maricopa and Yavapai 
Counties, AZ. 

[FR Doc. 62-34247 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Volume No. OP-2-316] 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


The following operating rights 
applications, filed on or after July 3, 
1980, are filed in connection with 
pending finance applications under 49 
U.S.C. 10926, 11343 or 11344. The 





56574 


applications are governed by Special 
Rule 252 of the Commission’s General 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.252). 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. Persons submitting 
protests to applications filed in 
connection with pending finance 
applications are requested to indicate 
across the front page of all documents 
and letters submitted that the involved 
proceeding is directly related to a 
finance application and the finance 
docket number should be provided. A 
copy of any application, together with 
applicant’s supporting evidence, can be 
obtained from any applicant upon 
request and payment to applicant of 
$10.00. - 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. However, the 
Commission may have modified the 
application to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each applicant has 
demonstrated that its proposed service 
warrants a grant of the application 
under the governing section of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. Each 
applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform the service proposed 
and to conform to the requirements of 
Title 49, Subtitle IV, United States Code, 
and the Commission's regulations. 
Except where specifically noted, this 
decision is neither a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests in the form of verified 
statements as to the finance application 
or to the following operating rights 
applications directly related thereto 
filed within 45 days of publication of 
this decision-notice (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed), 
appropriate authority will be issued to 
each applicant (except where the 
application involves duly noted 
problems) upon compliance with certain 
requirements which will be set forth in a 
notification of effectiveness of this 
decision-notice. Within 60 days after 
publication an applicant may file a 
verified statement in rebuttal to any 
statement in opposition. 

Applicant(s) must comply with all 


conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of authority within the time 
period specified in the notice by 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Decided: December 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board Number 
1, Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC 164862, filed November 26, 1982. 
Applicant: MOTOR EXPRESS RENTALS 
CORP., 6501 West 65th St., Chicago, IL 
60638. Representative: Joel H. Steiner, 
135 S. LaSalle St., Suite 2106, Chicago, IL 
60603, 312-236-9375. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
AZ, CO, NE, NM, OK, UT and WY. 

Note.— This application is directly related 
to MC-F-15015, published in the same 
Federal Register issue. 

{FR Doc. 82-34246 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Docket No. AB-43 (Sub-95)] 


Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Co.; 
Abandonment in Sharkey and 
Washington Counties, MS; Findings 


The Commission has issued a 
certificate authorizing Illinois Central 
Gulf Railroad Company to abandon its 
17.49 mile rail line from milepost 158.44 
south of Hollandale, Washington 
County, MS, to mile post 175.93 north of 
Rolling Fork, Sharkey County, MS. The 
abandonment certificate will become 
effective 30 days after this publication 
unless the Commission also finds that: 
(1) A financially responsible person has 
offered financial assistance (through 
subsidy or purchase) to enable the rail 
service to be continued; and (2) it is 
likely that the assistance would fully 
compensate the railroad. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and served 
concurrently on the applicant, with 
copies to Louis E. Gitomer, Room 5417, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20423, no later than 10 
days from publication of this Notice. 
Any offer previously made must be 
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remade within this 10 day period. 
Information and procedures regarding 

financial assistance for continued rail 

service are contained in 49 U.S.C. 10905 

and 49 CFR 1121.38. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34242 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


{Ex Parte No. 387] 


Exemptions for Contract Tariffs 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notices of provisional 
exemptions. 


of; “SUMMARY: Provisional exemptions are 


granted under 49 U.S.C. 10505 from the 
notice requirements of 49 U.S.C. 
10713(e), and the below-listed contract 
tariffs may become effective on one 
day's notice. These exemptions may be 
revoked if protests are filed. 


DATE: Protests are due within 15 days of 
publication in the Federal Register. 


ADDRESS: An original and 6 copies 
should be mailed to: Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas Galloway, (202) 275-7278, or 
Tom Smerdon, (202) 275-7277. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 30- 
day notice requirement is not necessary 
in these instance to carry out the 
transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 10101a 
or to protect shippers from abuses of 
market power; moreover, the transaction 
is of limited scope. Therefore, we find 
that the exemption requests meet the 
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 10505(a) and 
are granted subject to the following 
conditions: , 

These grants neither shall be construed to 
mean that the Commission has approved the 
contracts for purposes of 49 U.S.C. 10713(e) 
nor that the Commission is deprived of 
jurisdiction to institute a proceeding on its 
own initiative or on complaint, to review 
these contracts and to determine their 
lawfullness. 


Review | Decided 


Sub- | Name of railroad, contract No., 
nd | Board ' 








464 | Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Co., ICC-ICG-C-0038, Sup- 
plement 1, (Creosoted rail- 
road ties) 

466 | Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., 
ICC-MP-C-0050, Supplement 





473 | Southern Pacific Transportation 
Co., ICC-SP-C-0182, Supple- 


‘Review Board No. 1, Members Parker, Chandler, and 
Fortier. Member Parker not participating. Review Board No. 
3, Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

This action will not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment or 
conservation of energy resources. 


(49 U.S.C. 10505) 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34243 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 


Summary of Decisions Granting in 
Whole or in Part Petitions for 
Modification 


AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration (MSHA), Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of affirmative decisions 
issued by the administrators for coal 
mine safety and health and metal and 
nonmetal mine safety and health on 
petitions for modification of the 
application of mandatory safety 
standards. 


sumMMARY: Under Section 101(c) ofthe 
Federal Mine Safety and Health Act of 
1977, the Secretary of Labor may modify 
the application of a mandatory safety 
standard to a mine if the Secretary 
determines either or both of the 
following: That an alternative method 
exists at the petitioner's mine that will 
guarantee no less protection for the 
miners affected than that provided by 
the standard, or that the application of 


the standard to the petitioner's mine will 
result in a diminution of safety to the 
affected miners. 

Summaries of petitions received by 

the Secretary appear periodically in the 
Federal Register. Final decisions on 
these petitions are based upon the 
petitioner's statement, comments and 
information submitted by interested 
persons and a field investigation of the 
conditions at the petitioner's mine. The 
Secretary has granted or partially 
granted the requests for modification 
submitted by the petitioners listed 
below. In some instances the decisions 
are conditioned upon the petitioner's 
compliance with stipulations stated in 
the decision. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: The 
petitions and copies of the final 
decisions are available for examination 
by the public in the Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances, Mine Safety 
and Health Administration, Room 627, 
4015 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, 
Virginia 22203. 

Dated: December 1, 1982. 

Patricia W. Silvey, 
Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 


AFFIRMATIVE DECISIONS ON PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION 


ont | Pao | 


M-81-117-C..........| 46 FR 39243........... 


M-81-163-C 47 FR 11344........... 
M-81-173-C...........| 47 FR 7897 


M-81-201-C 46 FR $8386........... 


47 FR 1354. 


.| 47 FR 5493 


Summary of findings 


.| Underground storage of explosives in excess of forty-eight hours with 
considered 


specified safeguards and precautions 


acceptable alterna- 


tive method. Granted with conditions. 

..| Proposed airflow reduction in petitioner's mine which would maintain a 
safe and healthful atmosphere considered acceptable alternative 
method of compliance. Granted with conditions. 


receptacies on permissible mobile battery-powered machines. Granted 
with conditions. 
..| Bolt- and nutocking devices considered acceptable altemative to pad- 
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AFFIRMATIVE DECISIONS ON PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION—Continued 


Pesan ace 


30 CFR 75.301 


Summary of findings 


airflow reduction in petitioner's mine which would maintain a 
safe and healthful atmosphere considered acceptable alternative 
method of compliance. Granted with conditions. 

Use of cabs or canopies in low mining heights on specified 

would result in a diminution of safety for the miners 
affected. Granted in part with conditions. 

Use of cabs or canopies in specified low mining heights on specified 
equipment would result in a diminution of safety for the miners 
affected. Granted in part with conditions. 

2r’s proposal to use belt and haulage entries for ventilation with 

considered acceptable alternative method. Grant- 


M-82-27-C 


M-82-37-C 47 FR 18077. 


45 FR 30735. Installation of ventilation doors would result in a diminution of safety for 
conditions. 


the miners affected. Granted with specified 

Petitioner's proposal to operate a hoist without a motor drive torque 
device but instead with specified safeguards considered acceptable 
alternative method of compliance. Granted with conditions. 

Petitioner's proposal to strategically place 20-lb. fire extinguishers 
throughout the stope acceptable alternative method of 

. Granted with conditions. 

A fall prevention system consisting of a notched carrier rail on ladder, 
and two snaps on the sleeve that fasten to the safety belt considered 
acceptable alternative method to providing landings every 30 feet in 


45 FR 32440. 


45 FR 61396. 


| 45 FR 74094.......... 





M-81-53-M............. 


[FR Doc. 82-33810 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


Office of Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs 


[Application Nos. D-3437, D-3438] 


Proposed Exemption for Certain 
Transactions Involving Ely, Guess & 
Rudd, A Professional Corp.; Pension 
Plan and Ely, Guess & Rudd, A 
Professional Corporation Profit 
Sharing Plan Located in Anchorage, 
Aiaska 


AGENCY: Department of Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Exemption. 


SUMMARY: This document contains a 
notice of pendency before the 
Department of Labor (the Department) 
of a proposed exemption from certain of 
the prohibited transaction restrictions of 
the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 (the Act) and the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (the 
Code). The proposed exemption would 
exempt the loan of $86,250 by the Ely, 
Guess & Rudd, A Professional 
Corporation Pension Plan (the Pension 
Plan) and a loan of $63,750 (collectively, 
the Loans) by Ely, Guess & Rudd, A 
Professional Corporation Profit Sharing 
Plan (the Profit Sharing Plan 
collectively, the Plans) to Ely, Guess & 
Rudd, A Professional Corporation (the 
Employer), a party in interest with 
respect to the Plans. The proposed 
exemption, if granted, would affect the 


the vertical borehole. Granted with conditions. 
Te ee ee ae aa ea a eae 
, windowed 


a@ completely enclosed, 
acceptable 
Granted with 


cab with a metal roof considered 
alternative "to installing a roll-over protective structure. 
conditions. 


Petitioner's proposal to use a hoist “back out” procedure to correct 
overtravel occurrences with specific safeguards considered acceptable 
alternative method of compliance. Granted with conditions. 


participants and beneficiaries of the 
Plans and the Employer. 


DATE: Written comments and reauests 
for a public hearing must be received by 
the Department on or before January 31, 
1983. 


ADDRESS: All written comments and 
requests for a hearing (at least three 
copies) should be sent to the Office of 
Fiduciary Standards, Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, Room C- 
4526, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216. Attention: Application Nos. 
D-3437, D-3438. The application for 
exemption and the comments received 
will be available for public inspection in 
the Public Documents Room of Pension 
and Welfare Benefit Programs, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Room N-4677, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Horace C. Green of the Department, 
telephone (202) 523-8881. (This is not a 
toll-free number.) 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given of the pendency before the 
Department of an application for 
exemption from the restrictions of 
section 406(a), 406(b)(1) and (b)(2) of the 
Act and from the sanctions resulting 
from the application of section 4975 of 
the Code, by reason of section 
4975(c)(1)(A) through (E) of the Code. 
The proposed exemption was requested 
in an application filed by the Employer, 


pursuant to section 408(a) of the Act and 
section 4975(c)(2) of the Code, and in 
accordance with procedures set forth in 
ERISA Procedure 75-1 (40 FR 18471, 
April 28, 1975). Effective December 31, 
1978, section 102 of Reorganization Plan 
No. 4 of 1978 (43 FR 47713, October 17, 
1978) transferred the authority of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
exemptions of the type requested to the 
Secretary of Labor. Therefore, this 
notice of pendency is issued solely by 
the Department. 


Summary of Facts and Representations 


The application contains 
representations with regard to the 
proposed exemption which are 
summarized below. Interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Department for the complete 
representations of the applicant. 

1. The Employer, a law firm in 
Anchorage, Alaska, established the 
Pension Plan as a non-contributory 
money purchase pension plan and the 
Profit Sharing Plan as a non- 
contributory profit sharing plan on 
November 24, 1970. As of January 31, 
1982, the Pension Plan had total assets 
of $1,470,620 and approximately 53 
participants and the Profit Sharing Plan 
had total assets of $1,086,402 and 
approximately 53 participants. The 
assets of both Plans have been 
commingled into one common fund. The 
Ely, Guess & Rudd Trust Committee (the 
Committee) directs all investments for 
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the Plans. The individuals who comprise 
the Committee and make the investment 
decisions for the Plans are all officers 
and/or shareholders of the Employer. 

2. The applicant is requesting an 
exemption which would permit the 
Plans to make the Loans to the 
Employer. The proceeds from the Loans 
would be used to assist the Employer in 
financing the purchase of computer 
equipment and software (the Computer 
System) which will cost approximately 
$152,755. The Loans will have a floating 
interest rate of 1 percent over the prime 
rate of the Seattle First National Bank 
(the Bank) of Seattle, Washington, 
adjusted quarterly with a floor of 12% 
percent and a term of 5 years. 
Repayment will be made in equal 
monthly installments of principal and 
interest. The Loans will be secured by 
certain assets (the Collateral) of the 
Employer. The Collateral will include 
the Computer System, certain office 
equipment and fixtures (the Office 
Equipment) and an unencumbered 
NEAX-12 EPABX telephone system (the 
Telephone System) of the Employer. In 
addition, the Employer will pledge 
approximately $300,000 of 
unencumbered accounts receivables (the 
Accounts Receivable) of less than 30 
days as security for the Loans. an 
appraisal performed on May 4, 1982 by 
Bill Borchardt, manager of Arctic Office 
Machine and Furniture Company of 
Anchorage, Alaska, valued the Office 
Equipment between $35,000 and $40,000. 
An appraisal performed on June 24, 1982 
by Richard B. Wells, a communications 
consultant of Executone of Alaska, Inc., 
Anchorage, Alaska, valued the 
Telephone System at between $35,000 
and $40,000. The Plans will maintain 
perfected first security interests in the 
collateral through the execution and 
filing by the Employer of security 
agreements on behalf of the Plans. The 
Employer will incur all costs necessary 
to obtain and preserve the Collateral, 
including, but not limited to, paying all 
taxes, assessments, insurance 
premiums, etc. The Employer will 
warrant to own, throughout the term of 
the Loans, all Collateral free from any 
adverse claims, security interests or 
encambrances. The Collateral will be 
fully insured and the Plans will be the 
named insured. ‘ 

3. Peoples Bank and Trust (Peoples) of 
Anchorage, Alaska, an unrelated party, 
has agreed to serve as an independent 
fiduciary with respect to the 
transactions, It is represented that 
Peoples, after reviewing the proposed 
transactions and the accompanying 
security arrangement, believes that the 
Loans are in the best interest of the 


Plans, their participants and 
beneficiaries and protective of their 
rights. Peoples will monitor all terms 
and conditions of the Loans, enforce 
collection of the Loans in the event of 
default and will require annual 
appraisals of the Collateral. Peoples will 
require the Employer to provide 
additional collateral within 30 days 
when, in its opinion, the market value of 
the Collateral is less than 200 percent of 
the remaining unpaid balance of the 
Loans. In such instance, Peoples will be 
provided with additional collateral so 
that the outstanding balance of the 
Loans will always be 200 percent 
secured. 5 

4. In summary, the applicant 
represents that the Loans satisfy the 
statutory criteria of section 408(a) of the 
Act because: (a) the Committee 
represents that the Loans would provide 
an investment opportunity more 
attractive than others currently 
available to the Plans; (b) Peoples, an 
independent fiduciary, has determined 
that the Loans are in the best interests 
of the Plans’ participants and 
beneficiaries and protective of their 
rights; (c) the Loans will at all times be 
secured by the Accounts Receivable and 
the Collateral which would represent at 
least 200 percent of the outstanding 
balance of the Loans; and (d) Peoples 
will monitor all terms and conditions of 
the Loans, 


Notice to Interested Persons 


Notice of the proposed exemption will 
be provided to all of the Plans’ 
participants and beneficiaries. Within 14 
days of the publication of the notice of 
pendency in the Federal Register, notice 
to active employees will be given by 
posting the notice on the employee 
bulletin boards located in each of the 
three offices of the Employer. In 
addition, notice will be given to each 
former employee or beneficiary by 
mailing such notice to his last known 
personal résidence by first class mail. 
Such notice will contain a copy of the 
notice of pendency of such exemption 
published in the Federal Register 
and will inform such interested persons 
of their right to comment or request a 
hearing within the period set forth in the 
notice of pendency of exemption. 


General Information 


The attention of interested persons is 
directed to the following: 

(1) The fact that a transaction is the 
subject of an exemption under section 
408(a) of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) 
of the Code does not relieve a fiduciary 
or other party in interest or disqualified 
person from certain other provisions of 
the Act and the Code, including any 


prohibited transaction provisions to 
which the exemption does not apply and 
the general fiduciary responsibility 
provisions of section 404 of the Act, 
which among other things require a 
fiduciary to discharge his duties 
respecting the plan solely in the interest 
of the participants and beneficiaries of 
the plan and in a prudent fashion in 
accordance with section 404(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act; nor does it affect the 
requirement of section 401(a) of the 
Code that the plan must operate for the 
exclusive benefit of the employees of the 
employer maintaining the plan and their 
beneficiaries; 

(2) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will not extend to transactions 
prohibited under section 406(b)(3) of the 
Act and section 4975{c)(1)(F) of the 
Code; 

(3) Before an exemption may be 
granted under section 408(a) of the Act 
and section 4975(c)(2) of the Code, the 
Department must find that the 
exemption is administratively feasible, 
in the interests of the plan and of its 
participants and beneficiaries and 
protective of the rights of participants 
and beneficiaries of the plan; and 

(4) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will be supplemental to, and 
not in derogation of, any other 
provisions of the Act and the Code, 
including statutory or administrative 
exemptions and transitional rules. 
Furthermore, the fact that a transaction 
is subject to an administrative or 
statutory exemption is not dispositive of 
whether the transaction is in fact a 
prohibited transaction. 


Written Comments and Hearing 
Requests 


All interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments or requests for 
a hearing on the pending exemption to 
the address above, within the time 
period set forth above. All comments 
will be made a part of the record. 
Comments and requests for a hearing 
should state the reasons for the writer's 
interest in the pending exemption. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection with the application 
for exemption at the address set forth 
above. 


Proposed Exemption 


Based on the facts and 
representations set forth in the 
application, the Department is 
considering granting the requested 
exemption under the authority of section 
408(a) of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) 
of the Code and in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in ERISA Procedure 
75-1 (40 FR 18471, April 28, 1975). If the 





exemption is granted, the restrictions of 
section 406(a), 406(b)(1) and (b)(2) of the 
Act and the sanctions resulting from the 
application ~f section 4975 of the Code, 
by reason ot section 4975(c)(1){A) 
through (E) of the Code shall not apply 
to the Loans by the Plans to the 
Employer provided the terms and 
conditions of the Loans will be and 
remain at least as favorable to the Plans 
as those which the Plans could receive 
in an arm’s-length transaction with an 
unrelated party. The proposed 
exemption, if granted, will be subject to 
the express condition that the material 
facts and representations contained in 
the application are true and complete, 
and that the application accurately 
describes all material terms of the 
transaction to be consummated 
pursuant to the exemption. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 9th day of 
December, 1982. 
Alan D. Lebowitz, 
Assistant Administrator for Fiduciary 
Standards, Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs, Labor-Management Services 
Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. 
[FR Doe. 82-34327 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-29-M 


[Application No. D-300] 


Proposed Exemption for Certain 
Transactions Involving the Vern Sims 
Ford Profit Sharing Plan Located in 
Sedro Wooley, Washington 


AGENCY: Department of Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Exemption. 


SUMMARY: This document contains a 
notice of pendency before the 
Department of Labor (the Department) 
of a proposed exemption from certain of 
the prohibited transaction restrictions of 
the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 (the Act) and the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (the 
Code). The proposed exemption would 
exempt: (1) The past sales of leases (the 
Lease(s)) of automobiles to the Vern 
Sims Ford Profit Sharing Plan (the Plan) 
by Vern Sims Ford, Inc. (the Employer), 
the sponsor of the Plan; and (2) the 
guarantee by the Employer in the event 
of default of the obligations of the 
lessees under the Leases. The proposed 
exemption, if granted, would affect the 
Employer, the participants and 
beneficiaries of the Plan and other 
persons participating in the 
transactions. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This exemption is 
effective January 1, 1975. 


DATE: Written comments and requests 
for a public hearing must be received by 


the Department on or before January 27, 
1983. 

Apppress: All written comments and 
requests for a hearing (at least three 
copies) should be sent to the Office of 
Fiduciary Standards, Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, Room C- 
4526, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216, Attention: Application No. 
D-300. The application for exemption 
and the comments received will be 
available for public inspection in the - 
Public Documents Room of Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Room N-4677, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Louis Campagna of the Department, 
telephone (202) 523-8883. (This is not a 
toll-free number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given of the pendency before the 
Department of an application for 
exemption from the restrictions of 
section 406(a), 406(b)(1) and 406(b)(2) of 
the Act and from tle sanctions resulting 
from the application of section 4975 of 
the Code, by reason of section 4975(c)(1) 
(A) through (E) of the Code. The 
proposed exemption was requested in 
an application filed by the Employer, 
pursuant to section 408(a) of the Act and 
section 4975(c)(2) of the Code, and in 
accordance with procedures set forth in 
ERISA Procedure 75-1 (40 FR 18471, 
April 28, 1975). Effective December 31, 
1978, section 102 of Reorganization Plan 
No. 4 of 1978 (43 FR 47713, October 17, 
1978) transferred the authority of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
exemptions of the type requested to the 
Secretary of Labor. Therefore, this 
notice of pendency is issued solely by 
the Department. 


Preamble 


On March 23, 1979, the Department 
published a class exemption (Prohibited 
Transaction Exemption 79-9 (PTE 79-9), 
44 FR 17819), which permits employee 
benefit plans to purchase certain notes 
from employers any of whose employees 
are covered by the plan where the 
employers receive such notes from their 
customers in the ordinary course of their 
business and the notes are collateralized 
by security agreements on the property 
purchased by the customers. 

In PTE 79-9 the Department defined a 
customer note for purposes of the 
exemption as “* * * a two party 
instrument executed along with a 
security agreement for tangible personal 
property, which is accepted in 
connection with, and in the nermal 
course of the employer's primary 
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business activity as a seller of such 


property se 
The transactions which are the 
subject of this exemption involve 
automobile Leases originated by the 
Employer and sold to the Plan and 
therefore do not fall within the 
definition of customer notes. However, 
because the Leases and attendant 
arrangements appear to parallel those 
transactions contemplated by PTE 79-9 
in that the Leases were accepted by the 
Employer in connection with, and in the 
normal course of, the Employer's 


. primary business activity as a seller and 


lessor of automobiles and are executed 
along with a security agreement for the 
automobile, the Department has 
determined that relief comparable to 
that afforded by PTE 79-9 would be 
appropriate. 


Summary of Facts and Representations 


The application contains 
representations with regard to the 
proposed exemption which are 
summarized below. Interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Department for the complete 
representations of the applicant. 

1. The Plan is a profit sharing plan 
with approximately six participants. The 
trustees (the Trustees) of the Plan are 
employees and officers of the Employer. 
While the Trustees are responsible for 
the investments of the Plan, all 
investments of the Plan are subject to a 
majority vote of all participants and any 
participant may direct that his particular 
account may be withheld from a 
particular investment. 

2. The Employer is an automobile 
dealership engaged in the leasing and 
retail sale of automobiles. Since 
November of 1973, the Employer has 
been selling a number of the Leases it 
has originated to the Plan and to other 
local investors including the Rainier 
National Bank of Sedro Wooley, 
Washington (the Bank). The Bank is 
independent of the Employer. 
Approximately 25% of all Leases 
originated by the Employer have been 
sold to the Plan. The terms and 
conditions of the Leases offered by the 
Employer to the Bank and other 
investors have been identical to those 
offered the Plan. The Bank represents 
that it has actively solicited the 
purchase of the Leases from the 
Employer as such Leases have provided 
the Bank with an average rate of return 
of 2.25% above its prime interest rate. 
The lessees under the Leases sold to the 
Plan have all been unrelated to the 
Employer. 

3. The applicant represents that the 
sale of a Lease is essentially the sale of 
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an automobile subject to a Lease 
whereby in exchange for the purchase 
price of the Lease, the purchaser, in this 
case the Plan, receives from the 
Employer title and ownership of the 
automobile, a promissory note (the 
Note) based on the price of the Lease 
and an assignment of rentals under the 
Lease. The price of the Lease is based 
upon the wholesale cost (the Principal 
Amount) of the automobile to the 
Employer plus the residual value (the 
Residual Value) of the automobile at the 
end of the Lease. The Residual Value is 
calculated at the inception of the Lease 
based upon the “blue book” value of the 
automobile at the expiration of the 
Lease. The duration of the Leases sold 
to the Plan by the Employer ranged from 
twelve to forty-eight months, with the 
average being thirty-six months. The 
lessee under the Lease typically made 
monthly rental payments which varied 
between 1.67% and 2% of the Principal 
Amount of the Lease. In the case of a 
Lease sold by the Employer to the Plan, 
the Employer collected the rentals from 
the lessee each month and remitted the 
rentals immediately to the Plan. The 
Employer retained none of the rentals as 
fees for this service. The monthly rentals 
thus received by the Plan were applied 
to the monthy payment due by the 
Employer and the Note. If no rental 
payment was received by the lessee 
under the Lease, the Employer would 
still remit its monthly payment on the 
Note. The applicant represents that the 
Note served to obtain the Employer as 
guarantor of the rentals to be received 
under the Lease. Further, the Employer 
guaranteed the immediate repayment of 
the balance due on the Lease in the 
event of a default. The rental payments 
essentially repaid the Plan the Principal 
Amount of the Lease plus a specified 
rate of return. At the termination of the 
Lease, possession of the automobile 
reverted to the Plan at which time the 
Plan had the option of selling the 
automobile to the lessee at its Residual 
Value or to the Employer at the Residual 
Value. 

4. The Plan, through the Employer's 
credit department, investigated the 
credit rating of all lessees under Leases 
which have been sold to the plan. The 
applicant represents that customers with 
good credit standing, records of 
repayment and long satisfactory 
association with the Employer were 
preferred and chosen as lessees under 
Leases which were sold to the Plan. In 
the event of a default under a Lease the 
Plan at its option could: (1) Terminate 
the Lease; (2) collect on the Employer's 
guarantee of the immediate repayment 
of the balance owing the Plan by the 


lessee under the Lease; and (3) instruct 
the Employer, at the Employer's 
expense, to repossess the automobile 
subject to the Lease and return it to the 
Plan. The Employer represents that the 
Plan has experienced no defaults on any 
Lease sold to the Plan by the Employer. 
Full insurance coverage was required to 
be maintained by the lessee on an 
automobile under a Lease. If the lessee 
did not maintain such insurance, the 
Plan could declare a default, so notify 
the Employer and the Employer would 
repossess the automobile. 

5. The applicant represents that no 
more than % of 1% of the total assets of 
the Plan, at any one time, have been 
invested in a Lease to any one lessee. 
The applicant also represents that, at 
times, the total percentage of Plan assets 
invested in the Leases exceeded 50%. 
The Department proposes that this 
exemption extend only to those past 
sales of Leases to the Plan by the 
Employer whereby as a result of such 
sales the Plan had 50% or less of its 
assets invested in such Leases.' 
Whereby as the result of the past sales 
of the Leases the Plan had in excess of 
50% of its assets invested in the Leases, 
the Employer represents that it will pay 
all applicable excise taxes on the excess 
within 90 days of the grant of this 
exemption. 

6. The applicant represents that the 
past sales of Leases by the Employer to 
the Plan satisfied the statutory criteria 
of section 408(a) of the Act because: (1) 
The Leases were originated by the 
Employer in the ordinary course of its 
business; (2) the terms and conditions of 
the Leases sold to the Plan were 
identical to those of Leases sold to the 
Bank, an unrelated party; (3) the 
employer guaranteed the repayment of 
the balance remaining on the Leases in 
the event of default by a lessee; (4) the 
terms of the Leases were for relatively 
short periods of time; (5) insurance 
against any loss or damage had been 
procured and maintained by the lessee 
as a condition of the Lease; (6) the Plan 
has experienced no defaults with 
respect to the Leases sold the Plan by 
the Employer; (7) a relatively small 
percentage of the Leases originated by 
the Employer were sold to the Plan and 
no more than % of 1% of the assets of the 
Plan were, at any one time, invested in a 
Lease with any one lessee; and (8) the 
sale of the Leases to the Plan parallel 
those transactions contemplated by PTE 
79-9. 


' This restriction parallels Section U1, D of PTE 79- 
9 which states that the acquisition of a customer 
note from the employer shall! not cause a plan to 
hold more than 50% of the current value of plan 
assets in customer notes of the employer. 


Notice to Interested Persons 


Notice will be provided to all 
participants and beneficiaries of the 
Plan within 10 days after the publication 
of the notice of pendency in the Federal 
Register. Notice will be by mailing or 
posting at locations within the premises 
of the Employer which are customarily 
used for employee notices. Notice will 
consist of a copy of the notice of 
pendency as published in the Federal 
Register and a statement informing 
interested persons of their right to 
comment or request a hearing on the 
proposed exemption within the period 
set forth in the notice of pendency. 


General Information 


The attention of interested persons is 
directed to the following: (1) The fact 
that a transaction is the subject of an 
exemption under section 408(a) of the 
Act and section 4975(c)(2) of the Code 
does not relieve a fiduciary or other 
party in interest or disqualified person 
from certain other provisions of the Act 
and the Code, including any prohibited 
transaction provisions to which the 
exemption does not apply and the 
general fiduciary responsibility 
provisions of section 404 of the Act, 
which among other things require a 
fiduciary to discharge his duties 
respecting the plan solely in the interest 
of the participants and beneficiaries of 
the plan and in a prudent fashion in 
accordance with section 404(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act; nor does it affect the 
requirement of section 401(a) of the 
Code that the plan must operate for the 
exclusive benefit of the employees of the 
employer maintaining the plan and their 
beneficiaries; 

(2) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will not extend to transactions 
prohibited under section 406(b)(3) of the 
Act and section 4975(c)(1)(F) of the 
Code; 

(3) Before an exemption may be 
granted under section 408(a) of the Act 
and section 4975(c)(2) of the Code, the 
Department must find that the 
exemption is administratively feasible, 
in the interests of the plan and of its 
participants and beneficiaries and 
protective of the rights of participants 
and beneficiaries of the plan; and 

(4) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will be supplemental to, and 
not in derogation of, any other 
provisions of the Act and the Code, 
including statutory or administrative 
exemptions and transitional rules. 
Furthermore, the fact that a transaction 
is subject to an administrative or 
statutory exemption is not dispositive of 





whether the transaction is in fact a 
prohibited transaction. 


Written Comments and Hearing 
Requests 


All interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments or requests for 
a hearing on the pending exemption to 
the address above, within the time 
period set forth above. All comments 
will be made a part of the record. 
Comments and requests for a hearing 
should state the reasons for the writers’s 
interest in the pending exemption. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection with the application 
for exemption at the address set forth 
above. 


Proposed Exemption 


Based on the facts and 
representations set forth in the 
application, the Department is 
considering granting the requested 
exemption under the authority of section 
408(a) of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) 
of the Code and in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in ERISA Procedure 
75-1 (40 FR 18471, April 28, 1975). If the 
exemption is granted, the restrictions of 
section 406(a), 406(b)(1) and 406(b)(2) of 
the Act and the sanctions resulting from 
the application of section 4975 of the 
Code, by reason of section 4975(c)(1) (A) 
through (E) of the Code shall not apply 
to: (1) The past sales of the Leases by 
the Employer to the Plan whereby as a 
result of such sales the Plan had 50% or 
less of its assets invested in such 
Leases, provided that the sales of the 
Leases and the terms and conditions of 
the Leases were at least as favorable to 
the Plan as arms-length transactions 
with unrelated parties; and (2) the 
guarantee of the Employer of the 
obligations of the lessees under the 
Leases in the event of a default by the 
lessees under the Leases. 

The proposed exemption, if granted, 
will be subject to the express condition. 
that the material facts and 
representations contained in the 
application are true and complete, and 
that the application accurately describes 
all material terms of the transactions 
that are the subject of this exemption. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 9th day of 
December 1982. 

Alan D. Lebowitz, 
Assistant Administrator for Fiduciary 
Standards, Pension and Welfare Benefit 


Programs, Labor-Management Services 
Administration, U.S. Department of Labor. 


[FR Doc. 82-34326 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-29-m 


Office of the Secretary 


Agency Forms Under Review by the 


Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) 


Background 

The Department of Labor, in carrying 
out its responsibility under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35), considers comments on the 
proposed forms and recordkeeping 
requirements that will affect the public. 


List of Forms Under Review 


On each Tuesday and/or Friday, as 
necessary, the Department of Labor will 
publish a list of the Agency forms under 
review by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) since the last list was 
published. The list will have all entries 
grouped into new forms, revisions, 
extensions (burden change), extensions 
(no change), or reinstatements. The 
Departmental Clearance Officer will, 
upon request, be able to advise 
members of the public of the nature of 
any particular revision they are 
interested in. Each entry will contain the 
following information: 


The Agency of the Department issuing this 
form. 

The title of the form. 

The Agency form number, if applicable. 

How often the form must be filled out. 

Who will be required to or asked to report. 

Whether small business or organizations 
are affected. 

The standard industrial classification (SIC) 
codes, referring to specific respondent groups 
that are affected. 

An estimate of the number of responses. 

An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to fill out the form. 

The number of forms in the request for 
approval. 

An abstract describing the need for and 
uses of the information collection. 


Comments and Questions 


Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
by calling the Departmental Clearance 
Officer, Paul E. Larson, Telephone 202- 
523-6331. Comments and questions 
about the items on this list should be 
directed to Mr. Larson, Office of 
Information Management, U.S. 
Department of Labor, 200 Constitution 
Avenue, NW, Room S-5526, 
Washington, D.C. 20210. Comments 
should also be sent to the OMB 
reviewer, Norman Frumkin, Telephone 
202-395-6880, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Room 3208, 
NEOB, Washington, D.C. 20503. 

Any member of the public who wants 
to comment on a form which has been 
submitted to OMB should advise Mr. 
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Larson of this intent at the earliest 
possible date. 


New 


Employment Standards Administration 
Overpayment Recovery Questionnaire 
ESA/BL CM-1167 
On occasion 
Federal Black Lung recipients 
2200 responses; 733 hours; one form. 
The information is needed to 
determine whether or not an overpaid 
individual is able to pay a claim for 
recovery of an overpayment, 
consideration must be given to the 
individual's present and potential 
income, possible concealment or 
improper transfer of assets, and assets 
cf the individual which may be 
available in enforced collection 
proceedings. 


Extension (Burden Change) 


Bureau of Labor Statistics 

Hours at Work Survey 

BLS 2000N, 2000P 

Annual 

Businesses or other institutions 

Small businesses 

SIC: All except 001 and 002 

2925 responses; 731 hours; two forms. 
Hours at work information is needed 

to more correctly measure labor input 

for productivity measures. Presently, 

labor input is measured using hours 

paid. The collection of information on- 

hours at work began in March 1982 and 

must be collected annually. Ratios of 

hours at work to hours paid will be 

calculated to adjust present measures. 


Signed in Washington, D.C., this 14th day 
of December, 1982. 
Paul E. Larson, 
Departmental Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-34322 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-27; 4510-24-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Applications for Licenses To Export 
Nuclear Facilities or Materials 


Pursuant to 10 CFR 110.70(b) “Public 
notice of receipt of an application,” 
please take notice that the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission has received the 
following applications for export 
licenses. A copy of each application is 
on file in the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission’s Public Document Room 
located at 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene may be filed 
within 30 days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. Any 
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request for hearing or petition for leave 
to intervene shall be served by the 
requesier or petitioner upon the 
applicant, the Executive Legal Director, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, the Secretary, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
and the Executive Secretary, 


[FR Doc. 82-34310 Filed 2-10-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 7590-01 


Applications for Licenses To Import 
Nuclear Materials 


Pursuant to 10 CFR 110.70(b) “Public 
notice of receipt of an application,” 
notice is made that the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission has received an 
application from Battelle Columbus 
Laboratories, Columbus, Ohio, for a 
license authorizing the import of 3.298 
kilograms of uranium and .7 gram of 
plutonium, contained in irradiated fuel 
elements, from McMaster University, 
Hamilton, Ontario, for reprocessing at 
Department of Energy facilities at 
Scoville, Idaho. A copy of the 
application is on file in the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission's Public 
Document Room located at 1717 H 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

Battelle Columbus Laboratories 
requested that the normal 30-day period 
between the notification of the receipt of 
an application in the Federal Register 
and the issuance of the license be 
waived in this instance in order that the 
shipment might be completed in 
December, 1982. The firm’s request was 
based on (1) the contract between 
McMaster University and the 
Department of Energy for the return and 
reprocessing of these fuel elements 
expires December 31, 1982; (2) the 
shipping casks to be used for this 
shipment are available for only a limited 
time period; (3) the uranium which 
would be recovered is required to meet 
a contractual timetable for feed material 
for use in procurement of new fuel to 
which the Canadians are committed and 
(4) the shipper desires to minimize 
anticipated travel problems and delays 
due to severe weather conditions during 
the winter months. 


Department of State,"Washington, D.C. 
20520. 

In its review of applications for 
licenses to export production or 
utilization facilities, special nuclear 
material or source material, noticed 
herein, the Commission does not 
evaluate the health, safety or 
environmental effects in the recipient 


FEDERAL REGISTER (EXPORT) 


517,513.816 


79,005.000 


This request is essentially the same as 
many previous requests to import 
irradiated fuel from Canada, as well as 
from a number of other foreign 
countries, which have taken place over 
a considerable period of time without 
incident. This import, in the judgment of 
the NRC staff, poses no unreasonable 
risk to the public health and safety and 
will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security. In light of the 
urgency expressed by the applicant and 
for the reasons given above, under the 
provisions of 10 CFR .110.10(a), this 
license application was exempted from 
the normal 30-day waiting period 
between the date of notice of receipt in 
the Federal Register and issuance of the 
license and the license has been granted 
to Battelle Columbus Laboratories. 

Dated this 13th day of December, at 
Bethesda, Md. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
James V. Zimmerman, 

Assistant Director, Export/Import and 
International Safeguards Office of 
International Programs. 

[FR Doc. 82-34311 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket Nos. 50-282 and 50-306] 


Northern States Power Co. (Prairie 
Island Nuclear Generating Plant, Unit 
Nos. 1 and 2); Exemption 


The Northern States Power Company 
(the licensee) is the holder of Facility 
Operating License Nos. DPR-42 and 
DPR-60 which authorize operation of the 
Prairie Island Nuclear Generating Plant, 
Unit Nos. 1 and 2. These licenses 


nation of the facility or material to be 
exported. The table below lists all new 
major applications. 

Dated this 13th day of November, at 
Bethesda, Md. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
James V. Zimmerman, 
Assistant Director, Export/Import and 
International Safeguards, Office of 
International Programs. 


19,044.086 | Consolidation of 13 export licenses into one for | Sweden. 
Sweden. 
2.647.170 | 5 reloads of fuel for Borsseli Power Reactor ................ 


provide, among other things, that they 
are subject to all rules, regulations and 
Orders of the Commission now or 
hereafter in effect. 

The facility comprises two 
pressurized water reactors at the 
licensee’s site located in Goodhue, 
Minnesota. 


il 


On Novembr 19, 1980, the Commission 
published a revised Section 10 CFR 50.48 
and a new Appendix R to 10 CFR 50 
regarding fire protection features of 
nuclear power plants (45 FR 76602). The 
revised § 50.48 and Appendix R became 
effective on February 17, 1981. Section 
50.48(c) established the schedules for 
satisfying the provisions of Appendix R. 
Section II of Appendix R contains 
fifteen subsections, lettered A through 
O, each of which specifies requirements 
for a particular aspect of the fire 
protection features at a nuclear power 
plant. One of these fifteen subsections, 
IIL.J, is the subject of this exemption 
request. 

Subsection IIL] specifies that 
emergency lighting units with at least an 
8-hour battery power supply shall be 
provided in all areas needed for 
operation of safe shutdown equipment 
and in access and egress routes thereto. 

Section 50.48(c) requires completion of 
all modifications to meet the provisions 
of Appendix R within a specified time 
from the effective date of this fire 
protection rule, February 17, 1981, 
except for modifications to provide 
alternative safe shutdown capability. 

By letters dated November 16 and 
December 1, 1981, Northern States 
Power Company requested exemptions 





from 10 CFR 50.48(c) with respect to the 
requirements of Subsection III.J of 
Appendix R as follows: 

Extend the implementation date in 
paragraph (c)(3) for modifications required by 
Appendix R Subsection III.J that do not 
require prior NRC approval but require plant 
shutdown, from the first refueling shutdown 
or extended outage commencing after 180 
days from the effective date of Appendix R 
for each unit to the refueling outage 
scheduled for autumn of 1982 for Unit 1 and 
scheduled for spring of 1982 for Unit 2. 

Section 50.48(c)(3) specifies the 
installation schedule of those fire 
protection features such as emergency 
lighting (III.J) that require a plant 
shutdown to complete the installation. 
The installation schedule in § 50.48(c)(3) 
requires the completion of the 
installation of such fire protection 
features during the first refueling outage 
commencing after 180 days from the 
effective date of Appendix R (February 
17, 1981). Hence, § 350.48(c)(3) requires 
the licensee to complete the installation 
of the emergency lighting (III.J) during 
the first refueling outage commencing 
after August 17, 1981 for each unit. 

On May 4, 1982, the Commission 
granted Northern States Power 
Company an extension from the 
schedular requirements of 10 CFR 
50.48(c)(3) for Unit 1 until the end of 
autum 1982 outage based on facts that 
had been presented by that date. An 
exemption was not granted for Unit 2 
since the licensee’s commitment date by 
which installation would be completed 
complied with the schedule specified in 
§ 50.48(c)(3). 

By letter.dated May 20, 1982, the 
licensee requested further schedular 
relief from 10 CFR 50.48(c) in regard to 
the installation of emergency lighting. 
Specifically, the request would extend 
the deadline for completing the 
installation for both units to the end of 
December 1982. 

The licensee by the same letter also 
stated that a plant shutdown is no 
longer considered necessary at either 
unit in order to implement the 
Subsection III] requirements. Because of 
these changed circumstances, the 
exemption from the schedular 
requirements of 10 CFR 50.48(c)(3) 
granted on May 4, 1982 for Unit 1 is no 
longer valid. Under conditions described 
by the licensee's letter dated May 20, 
1982 the schedular requirement for 
Subsection IIL] is established in 10 CFR 
50.48(c)(2). This subsection requires that 
the installation of emergency lighting be 
completed by November 17, 1981, nine 
months from the effective date of the 
rule. 

The staff informed the licensee by 
letter dated July 29, 1982 that in order to 


consider the exemption request, the 
licensee would be required to submit a 
complete and detailed chronology of the 
efforts to implement Subsection III.J 
commencing with the publication of the 
fire protection rule on November 19, 
1980 to the present and justify in detail 
the proposed schedule to complete the 
installation for both units by January 1, 
1983. The licensee by letter dated 
August 23, 1982 provided additional 
information supporting the exemption 
request including a detailed chronology 
of the efforts to implement Subsection 
IL. J. 


Ill 


The licensee stated that for several 
months following the publication of 
Appendix R the licensee believed that 
the existing emergency lighting system, 
with minor modifications, would satisfy 
the requirements of Subsection III.J The 
existing power source for emergency 
lighting is automatically transferred to 
the DC power system which provides 
power well in excess of the required 
eight-hour capability. In addition the 
existing emergency lighting system had 
been reviewed and found acceptable by 
the NRC staff based on established 
positions prior to the issuance of 
Appendix R. It was not until July 13, 
1981 that additional information related 
to the staff's interpretation of the 
requirements of Subsection III.f'was 
made known to the licensee. 
Specifically, using a central power 
source was found unacceptable unless it 
could be shown that a postulated fire in 
one area of the plant could not cause the 
loss of lighting in another area.’ This 
interpretation of Subsection III.J 
requirements makes it impractical for 
any permanently wired emergency 
lighting system, such as that which now 
exists at the Prairie Island Nuclear 
Generating Plant, to meet the 
requirements of the regulation. Efforts to 
comply with Subsection III.J were 
redirected on July 13, 1981 to procure 
and install satisfactory local battery 
powered lighting units. 

When the licensee prepared the 
exemption requested by letter dated 
November 16, 1981, the safe shutdown 
analysis had not progressed sufficiently 
to identify the exact locations for 
operation of safe shutdown equipment 
under Subsection III.G of Appendix R. It 
appeared at this point in the design that 
several areas requiring emergency 
lighting would be in parts of the plant 
where radiation levels made it 
imprudent to perform the modifications 


' This finding was contained in our letter to the 
licensee in regard to an exemption request for the 
Monticello Plant dated July 13, 1982. 
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during plant operations. One this basis 
the licensee requested an exemption 
from the schedular requirements of 10 
CFR 50.48(c)(3). it was not until May 
1982 that the safe shutdown analysis of 
Subsection III.G was completed to a 
point where all areas of the plant 
needing emergency lighting could be 
identified. The plant staff determined 
that emergency lighting could be 
installed in all of these identified areas 
during plant operation without 
disrupting the operation of critical plant 
equipment or exposing plant personnel 
to excessive radiation levels. Once these 
circumstances were known, the licensee, 
by letter dated May 20, 1982, submitted 
a second request for a schedule 
exemption, asking for an extension in 
the time allowed for completing 
Subsection III.J modification to January 
1, 1983 for both units. As noted above, 
the appropriate section for the 
exemption was now stated to be C-2 
rather than C-3. 

Delays developed when the licensee 
sought to purchase seismically qualified 
equipment—a design feature that 
exceeds the requirements of Subsection 
Ill.J. This delay occurred when the 
foreign battery supplier was no longer a 
reliable source which lead to further 
delays in the licensee’s efforts to 
purchase suitable lighting units. The 
purchasing of the lighting units also 
thwarted by a contract dispute between 
the lighting unit vendor and the 
manufacturer of the batteries. In 
addition, the engineering analysis for 
emergency lighting resulted in 
unforeseen delays associated with 
properly identifying all of the areas 
where lighting units would be needed 
until the safe shutdown analysis under 
Subsection III was nearly completed, 
which affected the total number of 
lighting units needed to be purchased. 

Based on our consideration of these 
circumstances, we conclude that the 
licensee made proper application of 
available resources in a best effort to 
provide seismically qualified lighting. 
However, the time allowed proved to be 
insufficient to permit full 
implementation. In addition, we have 
determined that as an interim 
compensatory measure the existing 
emergency lighting, although not fully in 
compliance with III. J, and in 
conjunction with the portable lighting 
units that are available for use by the 
Operators and members of the fire 
brigade can provide emergency lighting 
as needed until the installation of the III. 
J. units is achieved. On this basis the 
staff has judged that the request for 
exemption to allow additional time to 
complete the installation of the 
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rgency lighting for both units until 
janiany 3. 1, 1983 should be granted. 


IV 


Accordingly, the Commission has 
determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR 
50.12, an exemption is authorized by law 
and will endanger life or property or the 
common defense and security and is 
otherwise in the public interest and 
hereby grants the following exemptions 
with respect to the requirements of 
Subsection IIL] of Appendix R. to 10 
CFR Part 50: 

Extend the implementation date in 
paragraph (c)(2) for installation of 
modifications required by Appendix R, 
Subsection IIL.J for both units, that do not 
require prior NRC approval or plant 
shutdown, from nine months after February 
17, 1981 to January 1, 1983. 


The NRC staff had determined that 
the granting of this Exemption will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5{d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with this 
action 

‘Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 8th day of 
December 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Edson G. Case, 

Acting Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation. 

(FR Doc. 82-94312 Filed 12-16-82; 845 am} 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-346] 


* 


The Toledo Edison Co. and the 
Cleveland Electric Itiuminating Co.; 
issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 


The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(the Commission) has issued 
Amendment No. 51 to Facility Operating 
License No. NPF-3, issued to The Toledo 
Edison Company and The Cleveland 
Electric IHuminating Company (the 
licensees), which revised Technical 
Specifications (TSs) for operation of the 
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit 
No. 1 (the facility) located in Ottawa 
County, Ohio. The amendment is 
effective as of its date of issuance. 

This amendment adds TSs for a 
Systems Integrity Measurements 
Program and an Improved Iodine 
Monitoring Program. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 


Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5{d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with the 
issuance of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated November 25, 1981, 
(2) Amendment No. 51 to License No. 
NPF-3, and (3) the Commission's letter 
to The Toledo Edison Company dated 
December 10, 1962. All of these items 
are available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
and at the William Carlson Library, 
University of Toledo, 2801 Bancroft 
Avenue, Toledo, Ohio 43606. A copy of 
itéms (2) and (3) may be obtained upon 
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 10th day 
of December 1962. 

For The Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
John F. Stolz, 

Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 4, 
Division of Licensing. 

[FR Doc. 82-34313 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 72-2] 


Virginia Electric and Power Co.; 
Consideration of a Materials License 
for the Storage of Spent Fuel; 
Correction 


The notice that appeared in the 
Thursday, December 9, 1982 Federal 
Register (47 FR 55441) contains a 
typographical error. On page 55442, third 
paragraph, second line, reads: 

“Pursuant to 10 CFR 2.105 by January 
10, 1083 * * *”. should read “Pursuant 
to 10 CFR 2.105 by January 10, 1983 


wa eager 


Dated at Silver Spring, Maryland, this 10th 
" day of December 1982. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Leland C. Rouse, 
Chief, Advanced Fuel and Spent Fuel 
Licensing Branch, Division of Fuel Cycle and 
Material Safety. 
[FR Doc. 82-34315 Filed 12-16-82: 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-281] 


Virginia Electric and Power Co.; 
Granting of Relief From ASME Code 
Requirements, Inservice Inspection .- 
Requirements 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
granted relief from certain requirements 
of the ASME Code, Section XI, “Rules 
for Inservice Inspection of Nuclear 
Power Plant Components,” to Virginia 
Electric and Power Company (the 
licensee) for the Surry Power Station, 
Unit No. 2 located in Surry County, 
Virginia. The ASME Code requirements 
are incorporated by reference into the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Part 50. 

This relief allows the licensee to 
replace 1% inch drain valves upstream 
of the main steam trip valve without 
performing hydrostatic test for the entire 
steam generators and a considerable 
portion of the main steam piping. A 
leakage test will bbe performed instead. 
This relief is the same as that provided 
in NRC letter dated October 1, 1982, for 
Unit 1 and the Evaluation of Relief 
Request with that letter applies to this 
relief request. In this instance, two 
steam generators are affected instead of 
one previously. 

The request for this granting of relief 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
Evaluation of Relief Request dated 
October 1, 1982. 

The Commission has determined that 
the granting of this relief will not result 
in any significant environmental impact 
and that pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) 
an environmental impact statement or 
negative declaration and environmental 
impact appraisal need not be prepared 
in connection with this action. 

Fer further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the request for relief 
dated December 9, 1982; (2) the letter to 
the licensee dated December 9, 1982; 
and {3) the letter to the licensee dated 
October 1, 1982 transmitting the 
Commission's related Evaluation of 
Relief Request. These items are 





available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
20555, and at the Swem Library, Collee 
_ of William and Mary, Williamsburg, 
Virginia 23185. A copy of items (2) and 
(3) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 10th day 
of December, 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Steven A. Varga, 
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 1, 
Division of Licensing. 
[FR Doc. 82-34314 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File No. 81-676] 


Drexel Burnham Lambert Group, Inc.; 
Application and Opportunity for 
Hearing 


December 7, 1982. 

Notice is hereby given that The Drexel 
Burnham Lambert Group, Inc. 
(“Applicant”) has filed an application 
pursuant to Section 12(h) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as 
amended, (the “1934 Act”), for an order 
exempting Applicant from the 
registration provisions of Section 12(g) 
of the 1934 Act. 

The Applicant states, in part: 

1. In the absence of an exemption, 
Applicant would be required to register 
its securities under Section 12(g) of the 
1934 Act, and would be required to 
comply with all reporting requirements 
thereunder. 

2. Applicant believes that the 
exemptive order it requests is 
appropriate in view of the fact that there 
are no public stockholders of the 
Applicant and that there is no trading 
interest in its stock. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
information presented all persons are 
referred to said application which is on 
file in the Office of the Commission at 
the Public Reference Room, 450 Fifth 
Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20549. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person not later than January 
3, 1983 may submit to the Commission in 
writing his views on any substantial 
facts bearing on the application or the 
desirability of a hearing thereon. Any 
such communication or request should 
be addressed: Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street, 
N.W., Washington, DC 20549, and 


should state briefly the nature of the 
interest of the person submitting such 
information or requesting the hearing, 
the reason for such request, and the 
issues of fact and law raised by the 
application which he desires to 
controvert. 

Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof. At any time 
after said date, an order granting the 
application may be issued upon request 
or upon the Commission’s own motion. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporation Finance, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34278 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 12882; 812-5305] 


Paine Webber RMA Money Fund, Inc.; 
Application 


December 8, 1982. 

In the matter of Paine Webber RMA 
Money Fund, Inc.; 140 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 10005, (812-5305), filing of 
application. 

Notice is hereby given that Paine 
Webber RMA Money Fund, Inc. 
(“Applicant”), registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 (the 
“Act") as an open-end, diversified 
management investment company, filed 
an application on September 3, 1982, 
and amendments thereto on November 
19 and December 2, 1982, requesting an 
order of the Commission, pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Act, exempting the 
Applicant from the provisions of Section 
2(a)(41) of the Act and Rules 2a—4 and 
22c-1 thereunder, to the extent 
necessary to permit the Applicant to 
compute its net asset value per share 
using the amortized cost method of 
valuation. All interested persons are 
referred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of the 
representations contained therein, 
which are summarized below. Such 
persons are also referred to the Act for 
the complete text of those provisions 
thereof for which an exemption is being 
sought. 

The application states that 
Applicant's shares will be offered only 
to customers of the Paine Webber 
Resource Management Account Program 
(“RMA”), an integrated financial 
services programs. Applicant's 
investment objective is to provide 
investors with the maximum current 
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income consistent with liquidity and 
preservation of capital. Applicant states 
in the application that it provides the 
opportunity for RMA customers to 
invest in one of two series, each of 
which is a professionally managed, 
diversified portfolio of short-term, high 
qualify obligations, and further that it 
has authority to create and offer shares 
in additional portfolios from time to time 
in the future. The Money Market 
Portfolio will invest in U.S. Government 
securities; obligations of U.S. banks, 
including certificates of deposit and 
bankers’ acceptances; commercial 
paper, including variable rate master 
notes; and repurchase agreements on 
such instruments with financial 
institutions believed by Applicant's 
board of directors to present minimal 
credit risks. The U.S. Government 
Portfolio will invest in government 
securities which are issued or 
guaranteed by the U.S. Government, 
various agencies and instrumentalities 
of the U.S. Government, certain interests 
in the foregoing, and repurchase 
agreements onsuch U.S. Government 
securities with financial institutions 
believed by Applicant's board of 
directors to present minimal credit risks. 

Applicant further states that both 
portfolios may purchase variable rate 
securities with maturities in excess of 
one year, which are guaranteed by the 
full faith and credit of the U.S. 
Government. Applicant states that the 
yields on such securities are adjusted at 
least semi-annually, in relation to 
specific money market rates, which is 
expected to substantially reduce the 
wide fluctuation possible in the market 
value of long-tern securities. Applicant 
also states that both portfolios may 
enter into reverse repurchase 
agreements with banks. 

The application states that 
investments by the Applicant will be 
limited to obligations with remaining 
maturities of one year or less, It is 
further stated that Applicant will 
maintain a dollar-weighted average 
portfolio maturity of 120 days or less. 
For these purposes, the maturities of 
variable rate obligations will be 
determined in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in proposed Rule 
2a-7, or if the rule should ultimately be 
adopted, in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in the rule as 
adopted. 

Applicant states that each of its 
portfolios intends to declare as 
dividends payable on each business day 
all of its net investment income to 
shareholders of record as of 12:00 noon 
New York time of the preceding 
business day. Net investment income 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Notices 


will consist of the interest income 
earned on the Applicants investment’s 
(adjusted for amortization of original 
issue or market discounts or premiums), 
less estimated expenses, plus or minus 
any gains or losses realized upon the 
sale of any portfolio securities. 
Dividends are automatically reinvested 
at net asset value in additional shares. 
Applicant states that its net asset value 
per share, the price at which shares are 
issued and redeemed, will be computed 
by dividing the value of the Applicant's 
total assets, less its liabilifies, by the 
total number of shares outstanding. Net 
asset value of the Applicant will be 
determined every business day at 12:00 
noon, New York City time. 

The application states that the 
Commission expressed the view that, 
among other things, it would be 
inconsistent with the provisions of Rule 
2a-—4 for a “money market” fund to value 
its portfolio instruments with over 60- 
day maturities on an amortized cost 
basis and that'the valuation of such 
securities by such a fund should be 
made with reference to market factors 
(Investment Company Act Release No. 
9786, May 31, 1977). 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that upon application the 
Commission may conditionally or 
unconditionally exempt any person, 
security or transaction, or any class or 
classes of persons, securities, or 
transactions, from any provision or 
provisions of the Act or of any rule or 
regulation thereunder, if and to the 
extent that such exemption is necessary 
or appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. . 

In support of the relief requested, 
Applicant states that it understands that 
to attract investors to a short term 
money market investment vehicle, it 
must have a stable capital value and a 
constant and steady flow of investment 
income. Applicant states that it believes, 
in order to attract such investors and 
retain them as shareholders, the 
Applicant must have a stable net asset 
value per share and must be able to pay 
dividends that do not fluctuate as a 
consequence of changes in the values of 
its portfolio securities. Applicant asserts 
that by investing in high quality, short- 
term money market obligations and 
valuing such securities on the basis of 
their amortized cost, the Applicant will 
benefit such investors by providing an 
investment vehicle less subject to 
fluctuation than under alternative 
procedures whereby its daily dividend 
would be adjusted by all realized and 


unrealized gains and losses on its 
portfolio securities. Management of the 
Applicant believes that, with respect to 
a portfolio of money market obligations 
with a dollar-weighted average maturity 
of 120 days or less, the discrepancy 
between market value and amortized 
cost is negligible. Applicant also states 
that a number of money market funds 
with which applicant will be in direct 
competition now effect sales, 
redemptions and repurchases of their 
shares at prices calculated using the 
amortized cost method of valuation. 
Applicant states that its board of 
directors has determined in good faith 
that in light of the characteristics of the 
Applicant, absent unusual or 
extraordinary circumstances, the 
amortized cost method of calculating the 
net asset value per share of the 
Applicant is appropriate and in the best 
interests of shareholders of the 
Applicant and reflects fair value of such 
securities. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that 
the standards of fairness expressed in of 
Section 6(c) of the Act are consistent 
with granting the requested exemption. 
Applicant agrees, as a condition to the 
granting of the exemption for each 
portfolio of Applicant, that the following 
may be made conditions of the order 
applicable to each of its present 
portfolios as well as any portfolios 
created in the future. 

1. In supervising Applicant's 
operations and delegating special 
responsibilities involving portfolio 
management to Applicant's investment 
adviser, the board of directors of 
Applicant undertakes—as a particular 
responsibility within the overall duty of 
care owed to its shareholders—to 
establish procedures reasonably 
designed, taking into account current 
market conditions and Applicant's 
investment objectives, to stabilize 
Applicant's net asset value per share, as 
computed for the purpose of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase 
at $1.00 per share. 

2. Included within the procedures to 
be adopted by the board of directors of 
Applicant shall be the following: 

(a) Review by the board of directors, as it 
deems appropriate and at such intervals as 
are reasonable in light of current market 
conditions, to determine the extent of 
deviation, if any, of the net asset value per 
share as determined by using available 
market quotations from the Applicant's $1.00 
amortized cost price per share, and the 
maintenance of records of such review.' 


To fulfill this condition, Applicant intends to use 
actual quotations or estimates of market value 
reflecting current market conditions chosen by its 
board of directors in the exercise of its discretion to 
be appropriate indicators of value which may 
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(b) In the event such deviation from the 
$1.00 amortized cost price per share exceeds 
% of 1 percent, the board of directors will 
promptly consider what action, if any, should 
be initiated. 

(c) Where the board of directors believes 
the extent of any deviation from the 
Applicant's $1.00 amortized cost price per 
share may result in material dilution or other 
unfair results to investors or existing 
shareholders, it shall take such action as it 
deems appropriate to eliminate or to reduce 
to the extent reasonably practicable such 
dilution or unfair results, which may include: 
redeeming shares in kind; selling portfolio 
instruments prior to maturity to realize 
capital gains or losses, or to shorten the 
average maturity of portfolio instruments; 
reducing or withholding dividends; or 
utilizing a net asset value per share as 
determined by using available market 
quotations. 


3. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objective of 
maintaining a stable net asset value per 
share; provided, however, that applicant 
will not (a) purchase any instrument 
with a remaining maturity of greater 
than one year, or (b) maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
which exceeds 120 days.” 

4. Applicant will record, maintain, and 
preserve permanently in an easily 
accessible place a written copy of the 
procedures (and any modifications 
thereto) described in condition 1 above, 
and will record, maintain and preserve 
for a period of not less than six years 
(the first two years in an easily 
accessible place) a written record of its 
board of directors’ considerations and 
actions taken in connection with the 
discharge of its responsibilities, as set 
forth above, to be included in the 
minutes of the board of directors’ 
meetings. The documents preserved 
pursuant to this condition shall be 
subject to inspection by the Commission 
in accordance with Section 31(b) of the 
Act as if such documents were records 
required to be maintained pursuant to 
rules adopted under Section 31(a) of the 
Act. 

5. Applicant will limit its portfolio 
investments, including repurchase 
agreements, if any, to those United 
States dollar-denominated instruments 
which its board of directors determines 


include, inter alia, (1) quotations or estimates of 
market value for individual portfolio instruments, or 
(2) values obtained from yield data relating to 
classes of money market instruments published by 
reputable sources. 

?In fulfilling this condition, if the disposition of a 
portfoiio security results in a dollar-weighted 
average portfolio maturity in excess of 120 days, 
Applicant will invest its available cash in such a 
manner as to reduce its dollar-weighted average 
portfolio maturity to 120 days or less as soon as 
reasonably practicable. 





present minimal credit risks, and which 
are of “high quality” as determined by 
any major rating service or, in the case 
of any instrument that is not rated, of 
comparable quality as determined by its 
board of directors. 

6. If any action pursuant to condition 
2(c) was taken during the preceding 
calendar quarter, the Applicant will file, 
as an attachmenf to Form N-1Q, a 
statement which describes the nature 
and circumstances of such action. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
January 3, 1983, at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for 
a hearing on the application 
accompanied by a statement as to the 
nature of his interest, the reason for 
such request, and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. An 
order disposing of the application will 
be issued as of course following said 
date unless the Commission thereafter 
orders a hearing upon request or upon 
its own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing, or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34274 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 12864; 812-5065] 


T. Rowe Price New Horizons Fund, 
Inc., et al.; Application 


In the matter of; T. Rowe Price New 
Horizons Fund, Inc., 100 East Pratt 
Street, Baltimore, MD 21202; Hambrecht 
& Quist, 235 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, California 94104; (812-5065); 
filing of application. 

December 1, 1982. 

T. Rowe Price New Horizons Fund, 
Inc. (the “Fund”), registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act”), and Hambrecht & Quist, a 


California limited partnership organized 
as a broker-dealer under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, (together, 
“Applicants”) have filed an application 
and amendments thereto for an order of 
the Commission pursuant to Section 
17(b) of the Act exempting the Fund 
from the provisions of Section 17(a) of 
the Act to the extent necessary to 
enable the Fund to effect principal 
transactions with Hambrecht & Quist, 
and pursuant to Section 10(f) of the Act 
exempting the Fund from that section to 
the extent necessary to enable it to 
purchase securities from Hambrecht & 
Quist in underwritings to the extent set 
forth in the application. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

Applicants state that the Fund is a 
Maryland corporation. The investment 
objective of the Fund is long-term 
growth of capital through investment 
primarily in the securities of smail 
growth companies which management 
believes have the potential to become 
major companies in the future. 
Hambrecht & Quist is particularly noted 
for its interest in and its relationship to 
such companies, and it is both a market 
maker and underwriter for their 
securities. In the years 1979, 1980 and 
1981, Hambrecht & Quist participated as 
manager in initial public offerings of an 
aggregate of 73 companies, including 38 
that were at one time or from time to 
time held by the Fund, and in those 
years it participated as syndicate 
member in initial public offerings of 38 
companies, including 10 that were at one 
time or from time to time held by the 
Fund. In the opinion of T. Rowe Price 
Associates, Inc. (“Price Associates”), the 
investment adviser to the Fund, 
Hambrecht & Quist is one of the most 
knowledgeable firms in the United 
States in terms of its ability to find and 
evaluate small, high technology 
companies of the type that might be 
suitable for investment by the Fund, and 
it is an important source of information 
with respect to the securities of such 
companies. 

Applicants state that Paul M. Wythes, 
a director of the Fund, is a limited 
partner of Hambrecht & Quist. Mr. 
Wythes’ interest in the profits and 
losses of Hambrecht & Quist is less than 
1%, and his income from other sources 
constitutes the major portion of his total 
income. Applicants state that for the 
year 1980, Mr. Wythes’ share of the 
profits of Hambrecht & Quist was less 
than 15 percent of his total income. The 
Commission has issued an order 
declaring that Mr. Wythes shall not be 
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considered an “interested person” of the 
Fund or of Price Associates by reason of 
his status as a limited partner of 
Hambrecht & Quist (Investment 
Company Act Release No. 11487 
(December 11, 1980)). 

Applicants state that because Mr. 
Wythes is a director of the Fund, as well 
as a limited partner of Hambrecht & 
Quist, Hambrecht & Quist is an affiliate 
of an affiliate of the Fund for purposes 
of the Act and, accordingly, the Fund is 
precluded from effecting principal 
transactions with Hambrecht & Quist by 
virtue of Section 17(a) of the Act and 
from purchasing securities from 
Hambrecht & Quist in an underwriting 
by virtue of Section 10(f) of the Act. 

The Fund states that decisions with 
respect to the purchase and sale of 
portfolio securities on behalf of the Fund 
are made by officers of the fund 
pursuant to recommendations of Price 
Associates. All of such officers are also 
officers of Price Associates. The board 
of directors of the Fund does not 
participate in the allocation of the 
Fund's brokerage, but reviews such 
allocations on the basis of quarterly and 
other periodic reports furnished to it by 
Price Associates. In the years 1981, 1980 
and 1979, the Fund paid brokerage 
commissions (including discounts 
received by securities dealers in 
connection with underwritings) 
amounting to $1,511,701, $1,418,803 and 
$703,601, respectively, of which 
Hambrecht & Quist received from the 
Fund brokerage commissions, including 
underwriting discounts, of $28,430, 
$33,027 and $17,296, respectively. All 
transactions with Hambrecht & Quist 
after April 23, 1981 (the date Mr. Wythes 
was first elected to the board of 
directors of the Fund) have been on an 
agency basis. 

Applicants state that Price Associates 
has advised the Fund that in many 
instances Hambrecht & Quist provides 
the best market in which the Fund can 
accumulate or dispose of positions in 
the size appropriate to the Fund. 
Applicants further state that Price 
Associates has also advised the Fund 
that it recognizes that there may be 
situtations in which another dealer may 
offer a better price in any particular 
case (e.g., where it has a buyer or seller 
for a block), but in the opinion of Price 
Associates Hambrecht & Quist has been, 
and is expected to continue to be, able 
to effect many security transactions at 
prices and in quantities more favorable 
than those available through other 
brokers. Therefore, Applicants assert, to 
preclude trading with Hambrecht & 
Quist is to deprive the Fund of the 
opportunity to get the best prices in 
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many cases. Applicants state that they 
recognize these difficulties would not 
exist if the Fund dealt with Hambrecht & 
Quist on an agency basis, as it may 
lawfully do. They further state, however, 
that this is not a realistic option because 
the market for the types of stock in 
which the Fund trades is typically over- 
the-counter, where principal 
transactions dominate the market; of 136 
stocks held in the Fund's portfolio on 
June 7, 1982, 70 were only traded over 
the counter. As a result, in the opinion of 
Price Associates, agency transactions 
are not a meaningful or realistic 
alternative in a majority of the Fund's 
portfolio transactions. 

Section 17(b) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, upon application, may 
exempt transactions from the provisions 
of Section 17{a) if evidence establishes 
that the terms of the proposed 
transactions, including the consideration 
to be paid, are reasonable and fair and 
do not involve overreaching on the part 
of any person concerned, and that the 
proposed transactions are consistent 
with the policy of the registered 
investment company concerned and 
with the general purposes of the Act. 
Applicants represent that, in order to 
comply with Section 17(b) of the Act, the 
board of directors of the Fund proposes 
to adopt written procedures designed to 
insure that principal transactions with 
Hambrecht & Quist are consistent with 
the investment objectives and policies of 
the Fund, are effected on a basis which 
is fair and reasonable to the Fund and 
do not involve overreaching by 
Hambrecht & Quist which would 
disadvantage the Fund in relation to 
other potential buyers and sellers from 
Hambrecht & Quist. Applicants further 
represent that these procedures would 
include the review by the Fund's board 
of directors of such transactions with 
Hambrecht & Quist no less frequently 
than quarterly, and that records of such 
transactions would be maintained in the 
files of the Fund for not less than six 
years. Applicants represent that in order 
to facilitate such reviews, Price 
Associates would furnish the Fund's 
board of directors with information 
relating to such transactions, including, 
but not limited to, the reasons for the 
selection of Hambrecht & Quist, the 
purchase or sale price involved, the 
market price on the day before and the 
day after such transaction as reported 
on the National Association of 
Securities Dealers Automated 
Quotations System, and other 
information deemed necessary by the 
board of directors for the purpose of its 
evaluation. Applicants state that the 
Fund believes that these safeguards will 


provide the necessary mechanism to 
ensure that such transactions are fair 
and reasonable to the Fund and do not 
involve overreaching, and that such 
transactions comply with Section 17(b) 
of the Act. 

The Applicants state that the 
application of Section 10(f) works to the 
disadvantage of the Fund in a number of 
ways. First, insofar as Hambrecht & 
Quist typically takes down the largest 
share of most underwritings which it 
manages, in many cases the Fund is 
prevented from dealing with the largest 
source of the particular securities it 
desires to purchase. Moreover, 
Applicants state that because of 
Hambrecht & Quist’s standing and 
reputation, the securities in an offering 
managed by Hambrecht & Quist are 
usually enthusiastically received by the 
public (so that the offering qualifies as a 
“hot issue” within the Rules of the 
National Association of Securities 
Dealers, Inc.), with the result that not 
only is the Fund prevented from dealing 
with the primary source (i.e., Hambrecht 
& Quist), but is competing with public 
customers for the residual supply in the 
hands of smaller firms. Thus, Applicants 
state, in many cases the Fund may find 
itself in the position of being able to 
acquire a smaller position than it would 
otherwise prefer, unless it is willing to 
go into the potentially higher-priced 
aftermarket. 

Applicants state that the final 
sentence of Section 10(f) provides, in 
effect, that the Commission may by 
order upon application conditionally or 
unconditionally exempt any transaction 
or class of transactions from any of the 
provisions of Section 10(f), if and to the 
extent such exemption is consistent with 
the protection of investors. The Fund is 
seeking an order exempting it from the 
provisions of Section 10(f) which would 
otherwise prohibit it from purchasing 
securities from Hambrecht & Quist in 
underwritings. Applicants represent that 
the Fund will comply with all provisions 
of Rule 10f-3 except, to the extent 
necessary to effectuate the transactions 
described above, paragraph (f) thereof. 

The Fund states that its board of 
directors, having considered all of the 
facts cited in the application, has 
concluded that it is not in the interest of 
the shareholders of the Fund that it be 
precluded from dealing with Hambrecht 
& Quist in principal and underwriting 
transactions. The Fund states that its 
board of directors has also concluded 
that, if and to the extent there is any 
potential for abuse in such transactions, 
that potential is minimized or eliminated 
by the role of the non-interested 
directors of the Fund in the periodic 


review of portfolio transactions of the 
Fund. The Fund states that its board of 
directors also notes that, as provided in 
the Fund's representations in connection 
with the prior order of the Commission 
with respect to Mr. Wythes, Mr. Wythes 
does not vote on any matters relating to 
the allocation of portfolio brokerage by 
the Fund to Hambrecht & Quist, or the 
selection of brokers or dealers with 
which the Fund effects portfolio 
transactions as agent or principal 
(including but not limited to transactions 
as to which Sections 17(a) or 10(f) of the 
Act on Rules 17e-1 or 10f-3 thereunder 
apply). Moreover, Applicants represent 
that if the relief requested herein is 
granted, Mr. Wythes will not participate 
in any reviews by the board of directors 
of any principal transactions with 
Hambrecht & Quist or of any purchase 
from Hambrecht & Quist in 
underwritings. 

According to the application, in 
considering these matters the board of 
directors of the Fund has noted that if 
Hambrecht & Quist were a corporation, 
the interest of Mr. Wythes in its profits 
and losses would be less than the 
minimum amount necessary to 
constitute him an affiliated person of 
that firm under the definition of affiliate 
in Section 2{a)(3) of the Act, and in that 
event, a fortiori, Hambrecht & Quist 
would not be an affiliate of an affiliate 
of the Fund and the problems giving rise 
to the filing of this application would not 
exist. Moreover, in the opinion of the 
Applicants, because a limited 
partnership interest is a non-voting one, 
a person whose sole relationship to the 
broker-dealer is a limited partnership 
interest of less than 1%, is necessarily 
further removed from management than 
he would be if he held voting stock of a 
corporation and was in a position to 
participate in the selection of 
management. Applicants state that, as a 
limited partner, Mr. Wythes does not 
participate in the management or 
operation of Hambrecht & Quist and, 
indeed, is precluded from such 
involvement. Since Mr. Wythes would 
not be deemed to be an interested 
person of Hambrecht & Quist if he held 
voting stock with commensurate 
participation in profits and losses, the 
board of directors of the Fund states 
that it has concluded that Mr. Wythes’ 
relationship to Hambrecht & Quist is not 
the type of relationship intended to 
bring into play the restrictions of 
Sections 17(a) or 10{f). Moreover, 
Applicants state, if the relief sought by 
the application is granted, Mr. Wythes’ 
benefit in the resulting business 
relationship between the Fund and 
Hambrecht & Quist by virtue of his 





limited partnership interest in 
Hambrecht & Quist will be minimal; the 
Fund does not believe that Mr. Wythes’ 
ability to serve the Fund independently 
and in the interests of the Fund’s 
shareholders will be impaired. 

Applicants also request that the relief 
sought be extended to other investment 
companies for which Price Associates 
acts as investment adviser (“Price 
Funds”) for which Mr. Wythes may, 
from time to time, serve as director. 
Applicants state that Mr. Wythes does 
not currently serve as director of any 
other Price Funds, but it is conceivable 
that he may be asked to serve on the 
board of one or more of the Price Funds 
in the future. Applicants represent that 
they understand that the relief requested 
with respect to possible future 
transactions between the Price Funds 
and Hambrecht & Quist will apply to the 
other Price Funds for which Mr. Wythes 
may serve as director only if (a) the de 
minimis nature and extent of the 
relationship between Mr. Wythes and 
Hambrecht & Quist remains in effect as 
described in the application (e.g. a less 
than one percent limited partnership 
interest), and (b) any of the Price Funds 
for which Mr. Wythes may serve as a 
director complies with all the conditions 
and representations set forth in the 
instant application and the order issued 
by the Commission thereon. 

Notice is hereby given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
December 27, 1982, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission, in writing, a request 
for a hearing on the application 
accompanied by a statement as to the 
nature of his/her interest, the reasons 
for such request and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or such person may request to be 
notified if the Commission shall order a 
hearing thereon. Any such 
communication should be addressed: 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A 
copy of such request shall be served 
personally or by mail upon Applicant at 
the address stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in the case of an 
attorney-at-law, by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the 
request. An order disposing of the 
application herein will be issued as a 
matter of course following said date 
unless the Commission thereafter orders 
a hearing upon request or upon its own 
motion. Persons who request a hearing, 
or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered, will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34282 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 12881; 812-5339] 


Territorial Government Fund; 
Application 


December 8, 1982. 

In the matter of: The Territorial 
Government Fund; 421 Seventh Avenue; 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219; (812-5339); Filing 
of Application. 

Notice is hereby given that The 
Territorial Government Fund 
(“Applicant”) registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act”) as an open-end, diversified, 
management investment company, filed 
an application on October 14, 1982, 
requesting an order of the Commission, 
pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act, 
exempting Applicant from the 
provisions of Section 2(a)(41) of the Act 
and Rules 2a—4 and 22c-1 thereunder, to 
the extent necessary to permit Applicant 
to value its assets using the amortized 
cost method of valuation. All interested 
persons are referred to the Application 
on file with the Commission for a 
statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

Applicant states that it is a “money 
market” fund organized as a 
Massachusetts Business Trust and that 
Cash Management Services, Inc., a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Federated 
Investors, Inc., serves as its investment 
adviser. Applicant further states that its 
investment objective is to seek current 
income consistent with stability of 
principal and that it may invest in the 
United States Government obligations 
(whether or not subject ot repurchase 
agreements); further, Applicant states 
that it may invest up to 20% of its assets 
in short term instruments of banks and 
savings and loan associations insured, 
to the extent of the principal amount, by 
the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation or the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation, all 
maturing in one year or less. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that upon application the 
Commission may conditionally or 
unconditionally exempt any person, 
security, or transaction, or any class or 
classes or persons, securities, or 
transactions, from any provision or 
provisions of the Act or of the rules 
thereunder, if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
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in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Applicant states that experience 
indicates that in order to attract 
investors two features are necessary in 
a “money market” fund: (1) Stability of 
principal, and (2) steady flow of 
investment income. Applicant asserts 
that by maintaining a portfolio of high 
quality, short-term “money market” 
instruments valued at amortized cost it 
can provide these features to investors. 
Applicant represents that its board of 
trustees has properly determined in 
good faith that, in light of the 
characteristics of Applicant, the 
amortized cost method of valuation of 
portfolio instruments is appropriate and 
preferable for the Applicant, reflects fair 
value of such instruments, and is in the 
best interest of Applicant’s 
shareholders. 

Applicant consents to the imposition 
of the following conditions in an order 
granting the relief it requests: 

1. In supervising Applicant's 
operations and delegating special 
responsibilities involving portfolio 
management to its investment adviser, 
the board of trustees undertakes—as a 
particular responsibility within the 
overall duty of care owed to its 
shareholders—to establish procedures 
reasonably designed, taking into 
account current market conditions and 
Applicant’s investment objective, to 
stabilize Applicant's net asset value per 
share, as computed for the purpose of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase, 
at $1.00 per share. 

2. Included within the procedures to 
be adopted by the board of trustees 
shall be the following: 

(a) Review by the board of trustees, as 
it deems appropriate and at such 
intervals as are reasonable in light of 
current market conditions, to determine 
the extent of deviation, if any, of the net 
asset value per share as determined by 
using available market quotations from 
Applicant's $1.00 amortized cost price 
per share, and the maintenance of 
records of such review.’ 

(b) In the event such deviation from 
Applicant's $1.00 amortized cost price 
per share exceeds % of 1 percent, a 
requirement that the board of trustees 


'To fulfill this condition, Applicant intends to use 
actual quotations or estimates of market value 
reflecting current market conditions chosen by its 
board of trustees in the exercise of its discretion to 
by appropriate indicators of value which may 
include, inter alic, (1) quotations or estimates of 
market value for is:dividual portfolio instruments, or 
(2) values obtained from yield data relating to 
classes of money market instruments published by 
reputable sources. 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Notices 


will promptly consider what action, if 
any, should be initiated. 

(c) Where the board of trustees 
believes the extent of any deviation 
from Applicant's $1.00 amortized cost 
price per share may result in material 
dilution or other unfair results to 
investors or existing shareholders, it 
shall take such action as it deems 
appropriate to eliminate or to reduce to 
the extent reasonably practicable such 
dilution or unfair results, which may 
include: redemption of shares in kind; 
selling portfolio instruments prior to 
maturity to realize capital gains or 
losses, or to shorten Applicant's average 
portfolio maturity; withholding 
dividends; or utilizing a net asset value 
per share as determined by using 
available market quotations. 

3. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objective of 
maintaining a stable net asset value per 
share; provided, however, that 

_Applicant will not (a) purchase any 
instrument with a remaining maturity of 
greater than one year, or (b) maintain a 
dollar-weighted average portfolio 
maturity which exceeds 120 days. In 
fulfilling this condition, if the disposition 
of a portfolio security results in a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity in 
excess of 120 days, Applicant will invest 
its available cash in such a manner as to 
reduce the dollar-weighted average 
portfolio maturity to 120 days or less as 
soon a reasonably practicable. 

4. Applicant will record, maintain, and 
preserve permanently in an easily 
accessible place a written copy of the 
procedures (and any modifications 
thereto) described in paragraph 1 above, 
and Applicant will record, maintain and 
preserve for a period of not less than six 
years (the first two years in an easily 
accessible place) a written record of the 
board of trustees’ considerations and 
actions taken in connection with the 
discharge of its responsibilities, as set 
forth above, to be included in the 
minutes of its meetings. The documents 
preserved pursuant to this condition 
shall be subject to inspection by the 
Commission in accordance with Section 
31(b) of the Act, as if such documents 
were records required to be maintained 
pursuant to rules adopted under Section 
31(a) of the Act. 

5. Applicant will limit its portfolio 
investments, including repurchase 
agreements, to those United States 
dollar denominated instruments which 
the board of trustees determines present 
minimal credit risks, and which are of 
“high quality” as determined by any 
major rating service or, in the case of 
any instrument that is not rated, of 


comparable quality as determined by 
the board of trustees. 

6. Applicant will include in each 
quarterly report, as an attachment to 
Form N-1Q, a statement as to whether 
any action pursuant to paragraph 2(c) 
above was taken during the preceding 
fiscal quarter and, if any such action 
was taken, will describe the nature and 
circumstances of such action. 

Applicant submits that the granting of 
the requested exemptions is appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
January 3, 1983, at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for 
a hearing on the application 
accompanied bya statement as to the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues, if any, of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. An 
order disposing of the application herein 
will be issued as of course following 
said date unless the Commission 
thereafter orders a hearing upon request 
or upon its own motion. Persons who 
request a hearing, or advise as to 
whether a hearing is ordered, will 
receive any notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34276 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[File No. 1-7837] 


Verex Corp.; Application To Withdraw 
From Listing and Registration 


December 10, 1982. 

In the matter of; Verex Corp.; 4%% 
Convertible Subordinated Debentures 
(due 9—1-92); File No. 1-7837; Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, Section 12(d). 

The above named issuer has filed an 
application with the Securities and 


Exchange Commission pursuant to 
Section 12(d) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (“Act”) and Rule 12d2-2(d) 
promulgated thereunder, to withdraw 
the specified security from listing and 
registration on the New York Stock 
Exchange, Inc. (“NYSE”). 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for withdrawing this security from 
listing and registration include the 
following: 

Verex Corporation (“Company”) has 
determined to remove its debentures 
from listing and registration on the 
NYSE because as of January 1, 1981, the 
average monthly trading volume has 
been low and trading has been sporadic. 
In addition, as of October 1, 1982, there 
was $5,998,000 of the debentures 
outstanding and held by approximately 
265 holders of record. In this regard, the 
Company believes that the cost and 
expenses of continued listing on the 
NYSE is not justified. The NYSE has no 
objection to the delisting. 

Any interested person may, on or 
before January 4, 1983, submit by letter 
to the Secretary of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, facts bearing upon whether 
the application has been made in 
accordance with the rules of the 
Exchange and what terms, if any, should 
be imposed by the Commission for the 
protection of investors. The 
Commission, based on the information 
submitted to it, will issue an order 
granting the application after the date 
mentioned above, unless the 
Commission determines to order a 
hearing on the matter. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-34281 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 19312; File No. ODD-82-3] 


Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc.; 
Listed Options on Foreign Currencies 


December 8, 1982. 

In the matter of; Philadelphia Stock 
Exchange, Inc.; 1900 Market Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103, File No. ODD- 
82-3, Listed Options on Foreign 
Currencies. E 

On October 4, 1982, the Philadelphia 
Stock Exchange, Inc. (“Phlx”), pursuant 
to Rule 9b-1 under the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Act”), 
supplied to the Commission preliminary 
copies of an options disclosure 
document with respect to standardized 
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options on foreign currencies (“Foreign 
Currency Options Disclosure 
Document”). On November 5, 1982, Phlx 
filed a revised Foreign Currency Options 
Disclosure Document with the 
Commission. The Foreign Currency 
Options Disclosure Document is a 
supplement to the basic options 
disclosure document, which was 
prepared by the American Stock 
Exchange, Inc. (“Amex”), Chicago Board 
Options Exchange, Incorporated 
(“CBOE”), the Pacific Stock Exchange, 
Incorporated (“PSE”) and the Phlx. On 
October 18, 1982, the Commission issued 
an order allowing distribution of the 
basic options disclosure document to 
investors.' 

Rule 9b-1 provides that an options 
market must file five preliminary copies 
of an options disclosure document with 
the Commission at least 60 days prior to 
the date definitive copies are furnished 
to customers unless the Commission 
determines otherwise having due regard 
to the adequacy of the information 
disclosed and the protection of 
investors. This provision is intended to 
permit the Commission either to 
accelerate or extend the time period 
before definitive copies of a disclosure 
document may be distributed to the 
public. 

The Commission staff has reviewed 
the Foreign Currency Options Disclosure 
Document and finds that it is consistent 
with the protection of investors and in . 
the public interest to allow the 
distribution of the disclosure document 
as of the date of this order.? 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-3427 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 34-19317; File No. SR-Amex- 
82-11] 


American Stock Exchange, Inc.; Seif- 
Regulatory Organization 


Proposed Rule Change by; American 
Stock Exchange, Inc.; relating to 
membership rule amendments; 


* See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 19153. 

*Rule 9b-1 provides that the use of an options 
disclosure document shall not be permitted unless 
the options class to which the document relates is 
the subject of an effective registration statement on 
Form S-20 under the Securities Act of 1933. In this 
regard, on December 8, 1982, the Commission, 
pursuant to delegated authority, declared effective 
Options Clearing Corporation's Form S-20 
registration statement with respect to the options 
described in the Foreign Currency Options 
Disclosure Document. See File No. 2-79558. 


comments requested within 21 days 
after the date of this publication. 

Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15 
U.S.C. 788(b)(1), notice is hereby given 
that on August 3, 1982, the American 
Stock Exchange filed with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission the proposed 
rule change as described in Items I, Il, 
and III below, which Items have been 
prepared by the self-regulatory 
organization. The Commission is 
publishing this notice to solicit 
comments on the proposed rule change 
from interested persons. 


I. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Terms of Substance of 
the Proposed Rule Change 


The American Stock Exchange is 
proposing certain Constitutional and 
rule amendments relating to minimum 
compensation for ABC seatholders (Rule 
319), outside business activities (Rule 
342(b)), salaried market employees 
(Article IV, Section 3{a)), and the 
Gratuity Fund (Article IX, Section 6). 


Il. Self-Regulatory Organization’s 
Statement of the Purpose of and 
Statutory Basis for the Proposed Rule 
Change : 


In its filing with the Commission, the 
self-regulatory organization included 
statements concerning the purpose of 
and basis for the proposed rule change 
and discussed any comments it received 
on the proposed rule change. The text of 
these statements may be examined at 
the places specified in Item IV below. 
The self-regulatory organization has 
prepared summaries, set forth in 
sections (A), (B), and (C) below, of the 
most significant aspects of such 
statements. 


A. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement of the Purpose of and 
Statutory Basis for the Proposed Rule 
Change 


(a) Purpose. The Exchange is 
proposing a number of Constitutional 
and rule amendments relating to 
membership matters as part of its 
program to ensure that the Exchange's 
rules remain up to date, and that where 
appropriate, they conform to similar 
rules in effect at the New York Stock 
Exchange. Each of the proposed changes 
is reviewed separately below. 

Minimum Compensation for ABC 
Seatholders. Amex Rule 319 requires 
that a member organization guarantee a 
regular member ABC seatholder 
associated with the firm at least $16,000 
a year in salary and/or participation in 
profits and provides that the member 
may be charged with his share of losses 
or be guaranteed against loss. When the 
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rule was originally adopted in 1987, it 
was intended to maintain the status of 
regular memberships by providing a 
minimum salary. Rule amendments have 
gradually removed similar outdated 
requirements as the Exchange has 
sought to leave such business 
determinations to the discretion of 
individual member organizations. 

It is proposed that Rule 319 now be 
rescinded. The New York Stock 
Exchange has recently deleted its 
comparable rule (Rule 314). 

Outside Business Activities. Amex 
Rule 342(b) requires that persons 
associated with member organizations 
obtain the member organization's prior 
written consent with respect to all 
outside business activities and interests 
in which they are involved. The 
provision is intended to insure that such 
activities and interests do not create 
conflicts of interest and/or potential 
organizational liabilities or affect the 
supervisory capabilities of member 
firms. 

Currently, oral requests for member 
firm approval are permitted under the 
rule. However, requiring that the request 
be made in writing would enhance a 
firm's ability to study the specifics of a 
particular request and facilitate 
recordkeeping of such requests. It is 
therefore proposed that Paragraph (b) of 
the rule be amended to require written 
requests for member firm approval. An 
additional non-substantive amendment 
is proposed to Paragraph (e) of the rule 
regarding association with persons 
subject to statutory disqualifications to 
clarify the intent of the provision. 

The amendments conform the rule to 
recent amendments to the comparable 
New York Stock Exchange rule (Rule 
346). 
Salaried Market Employees. Article 
IV, Section 3({a) of the Constitution 
provides that the Exchange may permit 
a regular member elected to membership 
prior to June 1, 1923 to designate in his 
absence a representative, known as a 
salaried market employee, to execute 
orders on the Floor for the account of 
the regular member or his member 
organization. This privilege has not been 
exercised since the 1940s, and with the 
death last year of the last regular 
member eligible to exercise the 
privilege, it is proposed that the 
provision be rescinded. Conforming 
amendments are proposed to Rule 14 
and Rule 181. 

Gratuity Fund Beneficiaries. Article 
IX, Section 6 of the Constitution sets 
forth the beneficiaries of the Gratuity 
Fund benefit, which includes the 
“widow” of a deceased member. Since 
there are now many women members of 
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the Exchange, it is proposed that Section 
6 be amended to substitute the phrase 
“surviving spouse” wherever reference 
is made to the term “widow”. This 
amendment is purely technical in nature 
and in no way alters any rights with 
respect to the Gratuity Fund. 

(b) Basis. The proposed amendments 
are consistent with Section 6(b) of the 
Exchange Act in general, being designed 
to ensure that the Exchange’s rules 
remain up to date, and that where 
appropriate, they conform to similar 
rules in effect at the New York Stock 
Exchange. 


B. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Burden on Competition 


The proposed rule change will have 
no impact on competition. 


C. Self-Regulatory Organization's 
Statement on Comments on the 
Proposed Rule Change Received From 
Members, Participants, or Others 


No written comments were solicited 
or received with respect to the proposed 
rule change. 


III. Date of Effectiveness of the 
Proposed Rule Change and Timing for 
Commission Action 


Within thirty-five days of the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register or within such longer period (i) 
as the Commission may designate up to 
90 days of such date if it finds such 
longer period to be appropriate and 
publishes its reasons for so finding or (ii) 
as to which the self-regulatory 
organization consents, the Commission 
will: 

(A) by order approve such proposed 
rule change, or 

(B) institute proceedings to determine 
whether the proposed rule change 
should be disapproved. 


IV. Solicitation of Comments 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 
arguments concerning the foregoing. 
Persons making written submissions 
should file six copies thereof with the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 5th Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20549. Copies of the 
submission, all subsequent amendments, 
all written statements with respect to 
the proposed rule change that are filed 
with the Commission, and all written 
communications relating to the proposed 
rule change between the Commission 
and any person, other than those that 
may be withheld from the public in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 552, will be available for 
inspection and copying in the 
Commission's Public Reference Section 


450 5th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
Copies of such filing will also be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the principal office of the above- 
mentioned self-regulatory organization. 
All submissions should be submitted 
within 21 days after the date of this 
publication. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Dated: December 9, 1982. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82~34279 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 19316; SR-Amex-82-16] 


American Stock Exchange, Inc; 
Proposed Rule Change 


December 9, 1982. 

In the matter of; American Stock 
Exchange, Inc.; 86 Trinity Place, New 
York, N.Y. 10006; (SR-Amex-82-16); 
order approving proposed rule change. 

On October 18, 1982, the American 
Stock Exchange, Inc. (“Amex”) filed 
with the Commission, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(1) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. 
78(s)(b)(1) (the “Act”) and rule 19b-4 
thereunder to amend Amex Rule 300 to 
provide the capital contribution of any 
partner of an Amex member firm cannot 
be withdrawn sooner than twelve 
months after it is made. Under present 
Rule 300(b), only a member firm subject 
to Amex Rule 470 (relating to capital 
requirements for members and member 
organizations) is prohibited from 
withdrawing its capital contribution 
prior to twelve months from the date the 
contribution is contributed. Under the 
proposed rule change, Rule 300 would 
encompass all Amex partnerships, not 
only those subject to Rule 470. 

Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the terms of substance of 
the proposed rule change was given by 
publication of a Commission Release 
(Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
34-19189, October 28, 1982) and. by 
publication in the Federal Register (47 
FR 50151, November 4, 1982). No 
comments were received with respect to 
the proposed rule change. 

The Commission finds that the 
proposed rule change is consistent with 
the requirements of the Act and the 
rules and regulations thereunder 
applicable to a national securities 
exchange and in particular, the 
requirements of Section 6, and the rules 
and regulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
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above-mentioned proposed rule change 
be, and it hereby is, approved. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-34283 filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 19313; File No. SR-Phix-81-4] 


Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc.; 
Proposed Rule Change 


December 8, 1982. 


In the matter of; Philadelphia Stock 
Exchange, Inc.; 1900 Market Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19103; File No. SR-Phl- 
81-4; amendment and order approving 
proposed rule change. 

I. Introduction. Pursuant to Section 
19(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1) (the “Act”), 
and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, the 
Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc. 
(“Phx”) filed with the Commission 
proposed rule changes to authorize the 
listing and trading of standardized put 
and call options contracts on foreign 
currencies (“Foreign Currency 
Options”). Included as part of those 
rules were provisions governing 
customer margin requirements 
applicable to Foreign Currency Options. 
The proposed rule changes, with the 
exception of those portions concerning 
margin, have been approved by the 
Commission.” The margin rules 
proposed by the Phix were not approved 
at that time because of the absence of 
necessary volatility information for 
foreign currencies underlying the 
proposed options contracts and the 
absence of a provision specifying the 
time period within which margin would 
have to be posted. Phix subsequently 
provided the staff with the needed 
volatility information and filed an 


IPhix's proposal was originally filed on February 
28, 1981 and amendments were filed on March 2, 
1982 and May 28, 1982. Notices of the proposed rule 
change and amendments were given by the 
Commission in Securities Exchange Act Release 
Nos. 17666 (March 27, 1981) and 18825 (June 21, 
1982) and by publication in the Federal Register (46 
FR 20348 (April 3, 1981) and 47 FR 27652 (June 25, 
1981), respectively). See File No. SR-Phix-8-4. Phix 
subsequently filed two additional amendments 
regarding its margin formula: a proposal to establish 
a seven-day posting rule (Amendment No. 4) (see 
note 3, infra) and a proposal to delete all provisions 
that would authorize use of letters of credit as 
“cover” in lieu of margin (Amendment No. 5). 
Interested persons are invited to submit written 
data, views and arguments concerning Amendment 
No. 5 within 21 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

? See Securities Exchange Release No. 19133 
(October 14, 1982) 47 FR 46946 (October 21, 1982). 
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amendment setting forth a seven day 
posting requirement.* 

Il. Terms of the Proposed Rule 
Changes. The amended proposed rule 
change as it relates to margin for 
Foreign Currency Options is similar to 
other margin provisions for new options 
products. With respect to long positions 
in Foreign Currency Options, current 
exchange rules applicable to options on 
equity securities are unaltered. 
Specifically, no put or call option carried 
in a customer account is permitted to 
have loan value for the purpose of 
calculating margin; therefore, the 
options premium or purchase price must 
be paid in full.* 

The proposed rules provide that, with 
respect to exchange-traded options on 
foreign currency issued, guaranteed or 
carried short in a customer's account, 
the minimum margin would be 130 
percent of the current market value of 
the option, plus $750, minus the amount, 
if any, that the options contract is “out- 
of-the-money”.* The proposed formula is 
subject to a minimum margin of 130 
percent of the premium plus $250; 
maximum margin would be set at 130 
percent of the option premium plus 
$2,500.° . 

An exemption from the foregoing 
margin requirements would be provided 
for short positions that are fully covered 
and reduced margins would apply to 
paritally covered and reduced margins 
would apply to partially covered 
positions. Phlx has proposed that 
options writing be premitted on an 
unmargined basis when certain forms of 
“cover” exist (e.g., transferring the 
requisite units of foreign currency to a 
bank account designated by the broker, 


*The amendment was filed on November 10, 1982, 
and notice was given by Securities Exchange Act 
Release No. 19248 (November 17, 1982) and by 
publication in the Federal Register 47 FR 53554 
(November 26, 1982)). See File No. SR-Phix-81-4 
(Amendment No. 4). 

*Phix Rule 722(d) 2. 

5 See Phix Rule 772(d)2(B){iii). A call options 
contract is “out-of-the-money” to the extent that the 
exercise price of the option exceeds the current spot 
market price of the underlying foreign currency. A 
put option is “out-of-the-money” to the extent that 
current spot market price of the underlying foreign 
currency exceeds the exercise price of the option. 

* Jd. Phix members could, of course, require larger 
margin deposits than required by Phix's proposed 
rule. In addition, Phx itself could increase its 
Foreign Currency Options margin requirements from 
time to time. See Proposed Rule 722(d)2(K). 

The New York Stock Exchange, Inc. (“NYSE”) has 
stated that, until April 1, 1983, it will not institute 
enforcement proceedings with regard to its Rule 
431(d)(2), which imposes a margin maintenance 
requirement for uncovered short positions in 
exchange-traded puts and calls of at least 30 
percent, provided NYSE members and member 
organizations adhere to the margin requirements 
established by Phix Rule 722 for Foreign Currency 
Options. See NYSE Information Memo No. 82-62 
(December 8, 1982). 


so that a type of “depository receipt” 
could be given to the Options Clearing 
Corporation (“OCC”); furnishing of an 
“escrow receipt” to the broker certifying 
that a custodian is holding the 
underlying foreign currency and will 
deliver it to OCC against payment of the 
aggregate exercise price; or furnishing 
an “option guarantee letter” 
guaranteeing delivery of the foreign 
currency to the broker).” 

Phlx also is proposing to extend its 
current margin requirements for spread 
and straddle stock option positions to 
spreads and straddles on Foreign 
Currency Options. In the case of Foreign 
Currency Option spreads, Phlx is 
proposing that customers be required to 
post margin equal to the lesser of: (a) the 
margin required for the short position, or 
(b) the amount by which the exercise 
price of the long call (or short put) 
exceeds the exercise price of the short 
call (or long put). In the case of Foreign 
Currency Options straddles, Phlx is 
proposing that customers be required to 
post margin equal to: (at) the margin 
required for the put or the call, 
whichever is greater, plus (b) any 
unrealized loss on the other options 
position.® 

Finally, Phix proposal sets forth the 
period of time within which margin 
payments must be made by Foreign 
Currency Options customers. In this 
regard, Phlx has determined to 
incorporate the seven business day 
posting rule utilized in Regulation T and 
in effect for other securities options (as 
well as all other marginable securities) 


7 See proposed Rule 722(d)2(H). These three 
methods of “cover” are predicated on the deposit of 
the underlying foreign currency and accordingly are 
analogous to the methods of cover available to 
writers of call options on stock. A fourth method of 
cover, furnishing an irrevocable letter of credit to 
pay to the member broker the requisite units of 
foreign currency, also was previously proposed by 
the Exchange. Phix subsequently filed an 
amendment, however, deleting from its proposed 
rules for the time being any references to this 
possible form of cover. See File No. SR-Phix-81-4 
(Amendment No. 5). 

5 See proposed Rule 722(d)2(F). Phix had 
originally proposed that the short side of spread 
positions be fully margined during the last two 
business days prior to expiration to guard against 
the possibility that a substantial adverse price 
movement might occur subsequent to expiration of 
the spreader's long position but prior to assignment 
of an exercise notice for the short position. Phlx's 
amended proposal deleted this margin requirement 
on the basis that it was “unnecessary” to “codify” 
this “precautionary measure.” ; 

® See proposed Rule 722(d)2(E). 

The rules of the exchanges setting forth margin 
requirements on other kinds of options do not 
contain provisions establishing margin posting 
periods. Rather, the posting of margin for other 
options is governed by the provisions of Regulation 
T. Because of questions regarding the applicability 
of Regulation T, as currently formulated, to Foreign 
Currency Options, it was determined that for clarity 
a posting period should be included in Phix’s rules. 
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and has submitted an amendment to the 
proposed rule change to establish a 
seven business day posting 
requirement." 

Ill. Discussion. Section 7 of the Act 
authorizes the Federal Reserve Board 
(“FRB”) to prescribe rules and 
regulations with respect to the amount 
of credit that may initially be extended 
and subsequently maintained on any 
security (other than an exempted 
security). Pursuant to that grant of 
authority, the FRB has adopted 
Regulation T, which includes provisions 
establishing margin requirements for 
options on securities. While foreign 
currency in not a “security,” options on 
foreign currencies traded on a national 
securities exchange are securities under 
the Act. At this time, however, the FRB 
has not promulgated rules under 
Regulation T expressly applicable to 
options on foreign currency. ** Therefore, 
margin regulation on Foreign Currency 
Options currently is vested with the self- 
regulatory organizations subject to 
Commission oversight. '* 

The Commission has carefully 
examined the margin rules submitted by 
the Phlx. The extension to options on 
foreign currency of the prohibition 
against long options positions having 
loan value in a margin account is fully 
consistent with the original application 
of the prohibition to options on equity 
securities. In particular, because an 
options represents a contractual right of 
limited duration, an options contract 
constitutes a wasting asset whose value 
diminishes as the expiration date 
approaches. In addition, because of the 
leverage involved, the prices of options, 
and therefore their intrinsic values, are 
subject to significant volatility. These 
features, which dictated a proscription 
against the purchase of equity options 
on margin as well as rendered such 


" See note 3, supra. Phx also has provided 
empirical information concerning the historical level 
of protection its margin formula would provide over 
that period of time. See note 15, infra. 

12 See Regulation T, 12 CFR 220.8. To the extent 
that the FRB might determine to regulate foreign 
currency options margin, the Phlx has requested the 
FRB to accord the same treatment to options on 
foreign currency that the FRB has accorded options 
on exempt securities (/.e., initial margin 
requirements and the specification of appropriate 
cover for options would be determined by the rules 
of the exchange, provided those rules were 
approved by the Commission). See letter from 
Nicholas A. Giordano, President, Phlx, to Robert S. 
Plotkin, Assistant Director, FRB, dated August 18, 
1982. The staff of the FRB has indicated that Foreign 
Currency Options can be written utilizing the Phix’s 
proposed margin provisions, provided they have 
been approved by the Commission. See letter from 
Laura Homer, Securities Credit Officer, FRB, to 
Richard Ketchum, Associate Director SEC, dated 
December 7, 1982. 

'3 Id. See also 12 CFR 220.8(j)(2). 
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options unsuitable as collateral for the 
purchase of other securities, are equally 
applicable to options on foreign 
currency. 

For margin on uncovered short 
positions, the Phlx has developed a 
formula which it believes will yield 
margin deposits providing adequate 
credit protection for member firms. The 
exchange has reached this conclusion 
by comparing the margin levels 
calculated pursuant to the proposed 
formula with the historic volatility of the 
various underlying foreign currencies 
over seven day periods. '* While, in 
some cases, the proposed margin 
formula yields an amount that covers 
less than 100 percent of the historic 
seven day price movements examined 
by the exchange, '* the exchange has 
contended that the formula nevertheless 
is appropriate. In particular, the 
exchange believes that a formula 
designed to produce margin levels 
sufficient to cover 100 percent of historic 
price movements is both excessive and 
unnecessary. In support of this 
contention, the exchange indicates that 
in periods of significant price volatility, 
member firms can, and in fact would, 
require that margin deficiencies be 
eliminated in periods of less than seven 
days, '* and in response to a customer's 
failure to do so, can liquidate the 
customer's options position. Moreover, 
the exchange points to existing margin 
rules or currently proposed 
modifications to its margin rules that 
would enable the exchange at any time 
to impose higher margin requirements 
than are prescribed by its rules when it 


Seven days is the maximum period of time 
permitted a customer under Phix’'s proposed rules to 
satisfy a deficiency in a margin account. Member 
firms, of course, are free to prescribe a shorter 
period of time. 

‘6 Statistics provided by the exchange indicate 
that, during the twelve month period from October 
1981 through September 1982, the volatility rate of 
daily spot prices for the Swiss franc, the most 
volatile currency on which Phix proposes to trade 
options, was 0.86 percent (i.e., a change of less than 
one percent per day relative to the U.S. dollar). 
Using that volatility rate, the minimum margin 
requirement for out-of-the-money Swiss franc 
options would be insufficient one out of every eight 
or nine days (or stated conversely, margin 
protection for about 90 percent of all seven day spot 
market price movements would be provided by the 
formula). The volatility rate for the other currencies 
were: Japanese yen—.78; deutsche mark—67; British 
pound—.65; and Canadian dollar—.34. Because 
volatilities may change over time, the Phix intends 
to monitor closely the volatility of each currency 
upon which options are traded; if necessary, Phix. 
can increase the margin requirement. Phlx has 
established a Foreign Currency Options Margin 
Subcommitte for this purpose. See Phix Rule 722, 
commentary .02 (Amendment No. 4). 

16 See note 14, supra. 


deems that higher margin requirements 
would be appropriate. ?” 

In light of these considerations, the 
Commission believes that the proposed 
margin formula for uncovered short 
positions is appropriate. Given the 
degree of financial leverage made 
possible by the proposed margin 
formula, however, the Commission 
remains concerned that unsophisticated 
and under-capitalized investors should 
not be subjected to unreasonable risks 
of loss through transactions in Foreign 
Currency Options. In this regard, the 
Commission wishes to emphasize to 
both the exchange and its member firms 
the need for rigorous application of 
exchange rules governing opening of 
accounts '* and suitability '* to ensure 
that market participants understand and 
are financially able to bear the risks of 
Foreign Currency Options trading.” 

IV. Findings and Conclusion. Under 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, the 
Commission must approve a proposed 
rule change if it determines that it is 
consistent with the requirements of the 
Act and the rules thereunder applicable 
to national securities exchanges. Among 
other things, the Commission must find 
that a proposed rule is designed to 
protect investors and the public interest 
and does not impose any burden on 
competition that is not necessary or 
appropriate in furtherance of the 
purposes of the Act. 

On the basis of the foregoing 
discussion, the Commission finds that 
the proposed rule changes are consistent 
with the requirements of the Act and the 
rules and regulations thereunder and, in 
particular, with the requirements of 
Section 6 and the rules and regulations 
thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
above-mentioned proposed rule change 
as amended be, and it hereby is, 
approved.”! 


17 See note 6, supra. 

18 Phix Rule 1024(b). 

19 Phix Rule 1026. 

» The proposed modifications to exchange rules 
with respect to the margining of spreads and 
straddle positions in Foreign Currency Options 
generally consist of changes necessary to extend 
existing equity options rules to Foreign Currency 
Options. 

21 Since Amendment No. 4 (concerning the seven 
day margin posting period) is for clarification and 
would merely extend to Foreign Currency Options 
the same posting requirements applicable to all 
other securities, the Commission finds that 
additional notice is unnecessary. Accordingly, the 
Commission finds good cause for approving that 
proposal prior to the thirtieth day after notice of 
publication thereof. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation pursuant to delegated 
authority. 


Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assisstant Secretary 

[FD Doc. 82-34275 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc.; 
Application for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges and of Opportunity for 
Hearing 


December 10, 1982. 

In the matter of application of the 
Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc.; for unlisted 
trading privileges in certain securities. 


The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange 
Commission pursuant to Section 
12(f}(1)(C) of the Securities and 
Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 12f-1 
thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the following stock: 
Xonics, Incorporated 

Common Stock, $.10 Par Value 


This security has been removed from 
listing and registration on the Pacific 
Stock Exchange, Incorporated (“PSE”) 
pursuant to the issuer's delisting 
application which became effective 
November 30, 1982. The security is 
currently traded over-the-counter. While 
this security is not included in the 
consolidated transaction and quotation 
reporting system, the PSE has indicated 
in its application that last sale and 
quotation information for the security 
would be provided by the exchange to 
vendors of securities information and 
would be available on the PSE floor. In 
addition, the PSE has stated in its 
application that it would exempt such 
security from any applicable off-board 
trading restrictions. 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit on or before January 4, 1983, 
written data, views and arguments 
concerning the above-referenced 
application. Persons desiring to make 
written comments should file three 
copies thereof with the Secretary of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. In order to 
approve the application, the 
Commission must find, after notice and 
opportunity for hearing, that the 
extension of unlisted trading privileges 
pursuant to such application is 
consistent with the maintenance of fair 
and orderly markets and the protection 
of investors. In considering an 
application for the extension of unlisted 





trading privileges to the security not 
listed and registered on a national 
securities exchange, the Commission 
shall, among other matters, take account 
of the public trading activity in such 
security, the character of such trading, 
the impact of such extension on the 
existing markets for such securities, and 
the desirability of removing 
impediments to and the progress that 
has been made toward the development 
of a national market system. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

FPR Doc. 82~34280 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6010-01-m 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Reporting and Recordkeeping 
Requirement Under OMB Review 


ACTION: Notice of Reporting 
Requirement Submitted for OMB 
Review. 


summaARY: Under the provisions of the 

' Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35), agencies are required to 
submit proposed reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements to OMB for 
review and approval, and to publish a 
notice in the Federal Register notifying 
the public that the agency has made 
such a submission. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before January 17, 1983. If you anticipate 
commenting on a submission but find 
that time to prepare will prevent you 
from submitting comments promptly, 
you should advise the OMB reviewer 
and the agency clearance officer of your 
intent as early as possible. 


copies: Copies of the proposed form, the 
request for clearance (S.F. 83), 
supporting statement, instructions, 
transmittal letters, and other documents 
submitted to OMB for review may be 
obtained from the Agency Clearance 
Officer. Comments on the item listed 
should be submitted to the Agency 
Clearance Officer and the OMB 
Reviewer. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Agency clearance officer: Elizabeth M. 

Zaic, Small Business Administration, 

1441 L St., NW., Room 200, Washington, 

D.C. 20416, Telephone: (202) 653-8538. 
OMB reviewer: J. Timothy Sprehe, 

Office of Information and Regulatory 

Affairs, Office of Management and 

Budget, Room 3235, New Executive 

Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20503, 

Telephone: (202) 395-4814. 

Title: Small Business Institute 
Evaluation Questionnaire 

Form No.: SBA 24 

Frequency: Nonrecurring 

Description of Respondents: Clients 
receiving management assistance 
from SBA’s Small Business Institutes 

Annual Responses: 1,000 

Annual Burden Hours: 500. 

Type of Request: Extension (Burden 
Adjustment) 
Dated: December 14, 1982. 

Elizabeth M. Zaic, 

Chief, Paperwork Management Branch, Small 

Business Administration, 

[FR Doc. 82-84331 Filed 12-16-82; 6:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 





Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 


CONTENTS 


Federal Election Commission 

Federal Reserve System 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 


1 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE AND TIME: 

Thursday, December 16, 1982 at 10 a.m. 

CHANGE IN MEETING: The following 

matters have been added for the open 

meeting scheduled for this date pursuant 

to 11 CFR 3.5 (d) (1) and (2) of the 

Commission's Sunshine Regulations: 

Final Repayment Determination and 
Statement of Reasons for Citizens for 
LaRouche, Inc. 

Agency Operations in the Absence of 
Appropriations 

PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: 

Mr. Fred Eiland, Public Information 

Officer, telephone 202-523-4065. 

Marjorie W. Emmons, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

[S-1896-82 Filed 12-15-82; 11:27 am] 

BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 


2 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

(Board of Governors) 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, 
December 22, 1982. 

PLACE: Board Building, C Street entrance 
between 20th and 21st Streets, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20551. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Summary 
Agenda: Because of their routine nature, 
no substantive discussion of the 
following items is anticipated. These 
matters will be voted on without 
discussion unless a member of the Board 
requests that an item be moved to the 
discussion agenda. 

1. Proposed amendment to Regulation L 
(Management Official Interlocks). (Proposed 
earlier for public comment; Docket No. R- 
0430). 

2. Proposed technical amendments to 
Regulation Q (Interest on Deposits) to 


conform with actions of the Depository 
Institutions Deregulation Committee. 


Discussion Agenda: 


3. Reserve requirement and time deposit 
definition issues under Regulations D 
(Reserve Requirements of Depository 
Institutions) and Q (Interest on Deposits). 
(Includes issues proposed earlier for public 
comment; Docket Nos. R-0417 and R-0424). 

4. Publication for comment of a proposed 
book-entry securities fee structure. 

5. Proposed amendments to Regulation K 
(International Banking Operations) regarding 
bank holding company investment in export 
trading companies. : 

6. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 

Note.—This meeting will be recorded for 
the benefit of those unable to attend. 
Cassettes will be available for listening in the 
Board's Freedom of Information Office, and 
copies may be ordered for $5 per cassette by 
calling (202) 452-3684 or by writing to: 
Freedom of Information Office, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board (202) 452-3204. 


Dated: December 15, 1982. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[S-1837-82; Filed 12-15-82; 11:50 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


3 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
(Board of Governors) 


TIME AND DATE: Approximately 12 noon, 
Wednesday, December 22, 1982, 
following a recess at the conclusion of 
the open meeting. 


PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20551. 


STATuS: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Proposed acquisition of computer 
equipment within the Federal Reserve 
System. 

2. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassign a17ments, 
and salary actions) involving individual 
Federal Reserve System employees. 

3. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board, (202) 452-3204. 
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Friday, December 17, 1982 


Dated: December 15, 1982. 
James McAfee, 
Associate Secretary of the Board. 
[S-1836-82 Filed 12-15-82; 11:58 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


4 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


DATE: Friday, December 17, 1982 and 
Week of December 20, 1982. 


PLACE: Commissioners’ Conference 
Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 


Status: Open and closed. 


MATTERS TO 22 DISCUSSED: Friday, 
December 17: 


1:30 p.m.: 
Discussion of Immediate Effectiveness 
Issues in TMI-1 Restart Proceeding 
(Closed—Exemption 10) 


Monday, December 20: 


10:00 a.m.: 

Discussion of Management-Organization 
and Internal Personnel Matters (Closed— 
Exemptions 2 and 6) 

2:00 p.m.: 

Briefing by Regulatory Reform Task Force 

(Legislative Proposals) (Public Meeting) 


Tuesday, December 21: 


10:00 a.m.: : 
Possible Vote on Immediate Effectiveness 
Issues in TMI-1 Restart Proceeding 
(Public Meeting) 
2:00 p.m.: 
Actions in Regard to Indian Point (Public 
Meeting) 


Wednesday, December 22: 


10:00 a.m.: 
Briefing by Ad Hoc Committee on 
Regulatory Reform (Public Meeting) 
2:00 p.m.: 
Discussion of Proposed Safety Goals and 
Implementation Plan (Public Meeting) 
3:30 p.m.: Affirmation/Discussion and Vote 
(Public Meeting): 
a. 10 CFR Part 50—General Revision of 
Appendices G and H (Tent.) 
b. Indian Point Special Proceeding 
c. Review of ALAB-691 (Consumers Power 
Company) 
d. San Onofre Memorandum and Order re 
Medical Services 
4:00 p.m.: 
Actions in Regard to Indian Point (Public 
Meeting) 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 


Discussion/Possible Vote on Contested 
Issues in Fermi Full Power Proceeding 
moved from December 17 to December 16. 





Briefing on SEP Program—Phase II Results 
(Tentative) scheduled for December 15, 
postponed. 

Discussion of Order in Waste Confidence 
Proceeding scheduled for December 8, 
postponed. On December 8 the Commission 
voted 5-0 to hold Discussion of Order in 
Clinch River, held that day. 

On December 9 the Commission voted 4-0 
(Commissioner Gilinsky not present) to 
hold Affirmation of Clinch River Order, 
held that day. Possible Vote on Immediate 
Effectiveness Issues in TMI-1 Restart 
Proceeding scheduled for December 10, 


postponed. 


634-1498. Those planning to attend a 
meeting should reverify the status on the 
day of the meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Walter Magee (202) 634— 
1410. 

December 10, 1982. 

Walter Magee, 

Office of the Secretary. 

(S-1894-€2 Filed 12-14-82; 4:28 par} 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


5 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Government in the 
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
will hold the following meetings during 
the week of December 21, 1982, at 450 
5th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 

An open meeting will be held on 
Tuesday, December 21, 1982, at 10:00 
a.m. followed by a closed meeting. 


The Commissioners, their legal 
assistants, the Secretary of the 
Commission, and recording secretaries 
will attend the closed meeting. Certain 
staff members who are responsible for 
the calendared matters may be present. 

The General Counsel of the 
Commission, or his designee, has 
certified that, in his opinion, the items to 
be considered at the closed meeting may 
be considered pursuant to one or more 
of the exemptions set forth in 5 U.S.C. 
552b{c) (4), (8), (9)(A) and (10) and 17 
CFR 200.402(a) (4), (8). (9){i) and (10). 

Chairman Shad and Commissioners 
Evans, Thomas, Longstreth and 
Treadway voted to consider the items 
listed for the closed meeting in closed 
session. 

The subject matter of the open 
meeting scheduled for Tuesday, 
December 21, 1982, at 10:00 a.m., will be: 


1. Consideration of whether to propose for 
public comment new Form N-1A and certain 
related guidelines and rule amendments. The 
new form, which would be used by open-end 
management investment companies for 
registration under the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 and the Securities, Act of 1933, 
would use a simplified prospectus. For further 
information, please contact Larry L. Greene 
at (202) 272-7320. 

2. Consideration of whether to amend 17 
CFR 201.22(e), 230.403{a), 240.12b-12 (a) and 
(b)} , 250.22(d), 260.7a-17, 260.7a-18, 270.0- 
2b), 270.8b-12 (a) and (b), and 275.0-4{b), 
which would require the use of paper 
measuring no larger than 8% x 11 inches in 
size for documents filed with the 
Commission. For further information, please 
contact Douglas J. Scheidt at (202) 272-2454. 

3. Consideration of whether to propose for 
comment two alternative sets of amendments 
to its rules for application of the full cost 
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method of accounting by oil and gas 
producers. The proposed amendments are 
intended to clarify the criteria for determining 
which capitalized costs may be excluded 
from immediate amortization. They would 
thereby narrow the diversity of practice 
resulting from varying interpretations of the 
Commission's existing rules which permit the 
exclusion from amortization of “unusually 
significant” costs of unproved properties and 
major development projects. The Commission 
will also consider proposing amendments to 
clarify its rules on.the recognition of gain or 
loss on sales of oil and gas producing 
properties. For further information, please 
contact M. Elizabeth Rader or John W. Albert 
at (202) 272-2130. 

4. Consideration of whether to repropose a 
revised order exposure rule, Rule 11A-1 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
reflecting proposals and comments 
concerning previously proposed order 
exposure rules. For further information, 
please contact Robert Colby at (202) 272- 
2413. 


The subject matter of the closed 
meeting scheduled for Tuesday, 
December 21, 1982, following the 10 a.m. 
open meeting: 

Freedom of Information Act appeal. 
Settlement of administrative proceeding of an 
enforcement nature. 


At times changes in Commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and to ascertain what, if 
any, matters have been added, deleted 
or postponed, please contact: Bob Zutz 
at (202) 272-2091. 

December 14, 1982. 
[8-1835-82 Filed 12-15-82; 11:08 am} 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-™ 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Employment Standards 
Administration, Wage and Hour 
Division 


Minimum Wages for Federal and 
Federally Assisted Construction; 
General Wage Determination 
Decisions 


General wage determination decisions 
of the Secretary of Labor specify, in 
accordance with applicable law and on 
the basis of information available to the 
Department of Labor from its study of 
local wage conditions and from other 
sources, the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefit payments which are 
determined to be prevailing for the 
described classes of laborers and 
mechanics employed on construction 
projects of the character and in the 
localities specified therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of such prevailing rates and fringe 
benefits have been made by authority of 
the Secretary of Labor pursuant to the 
provisions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3, 1931, as amended (46 Stat. 
1494, as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a) and of 
other Federal statutes referred to in 29 
CFR 1.1 (including the statutes listed at 
36 FR 306 following Secretary of Labor's 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are 
dependent upon determination by the 
Secretary of Labor under the Davis- 
Bacon Act; and pursuant to the 
provisions of part 1 of subtitle A of title 
29 of Code of Federal Regulations, 
Procedure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary of 
Labor's Orders 12-71 and 15-71 (36 FR 
8755, 8756). The prevailing rates and 
fringe benefits determined in these 
decisions shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of the foregoing statutes, 
constitute the minimum wages payable 
on Federal and federally assisted 
construction projects to laborers and 
mechanics of the specified classes 
engaged on contract work of the 
character and in the localities described 
therein. 

Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public procedure 
thereon prior to the issuance of these 
determinations as prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 
553 and not providing for delay in 
effective date as prescribed in that 
section, because the necessity to issue 
construction industry wage 
determination frequently and in large 
volume causes procedures to be 
impractical and contrary to the public 
interest. 

General wage determination decisions 
are effective from their date of 


publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the 
provisions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 
Accordingly, the applicable decision 
together with any modifications issued 
subsequent to its publication date shall 
be made a part of every contract for 
performance of the described work 
within the geographic area indicated as 
required by an applicable Federal 
prevailing wage law and 29 CFR, Part 5. 
The wage rates contained therein shall 
be the minimum paid under such 
contract by contractors and 
subcontractors on the work. 


Modifications and Supersedeas 
Decisions to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


Modifications and supersedeas 
decisions to general wage determination 
decisions are based upon information 
obtained concerning changes in 
prevailing hourly wage rates and fringe 
benefit payments since the decisions 
were issued. 

The determinations of prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits made in the 
modifications and supersedeas 
decisions have been made by authority 
of the Secretary of Labor pursuant to the 
provisions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3, 1931, as amended (46 Stat. 
1494, as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a) and of 
other Federal statutes referred to in 29 
CFR 1.1 (including the statutes listed at 
36 FR 306 following Secretary of Labor’s 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are 
dependent upon determination by the 
Secretary of Labor under the Davis- 
Bacon Act; and pursuant to the 
provisions of part 1 of subtitle A of title 
29 of Code of Federal Regulations, 
Procedure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary of 
Labor's orders 13-71 and 15-71 (36 FR 
8755, 8756). The prevailing rates and 
fringe benefits determined in foregoing 
general wage determination decisions, 
as hereby modified, and/or superseded 
shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the foregoing statutes, constitute the 
minimum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the 
specified classes engaged in contract 
work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Modifications and supersedeas 
decisions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the 
provisions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 

Any person, organization, or 
governmental agency having an interest 
in the wages determined as prevailing is 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Notices 


encouraged to submit wage rate 
information for consideration by the 
Department. Further information and 
self-explanatory forms for the purpose 
of submitting this data may be obtained 
by writing to the U.S. Department of 
Labor, Employment Standards 
Administration, Wage and Hour 
Division, Office of Government Contract 
Wage Standards, Division of 
Government Contract Wage 
Determinations, Washington, D.C. 20210. 
The cause for not utilizing the 
rulemaking procedures prescribed in 5 
U.S.C. 553 has been set forth in the 
original General Determination 
Decision. 


Modifications to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
modified and their dates of publication 
in the Federal Register are listed with 
each State. 


Aug. 13, 1982. 
March 27, 1981. 


Nov. 5, 1982. 
May 15, 1081. 


Supersedeas Decisions To General 
Wage Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
superseded and their dates of 
publication in the Federal Register are 
listed with each State. Supersedeas 
decision numbers are in parentheses 
following the numbers of the decisions 
being superseded. 

Minois: 1L82-2031 (1L82-2068) 


Missouri: MO81-4058 (MO82-4068).... 
Texas: TX82-4029 (TX82-4065) 


Special Notice 
Inasmuch as Friday December 24 and 
31, 1982 falls on Federal holidays, the 
Davis-Bacon wage determinations will 
be published the next work days, i.e., 
Monday, December 27, 1982, and 
Monday, January 3, 1983, respectively. 
Signed at Washington, D.C. this 10th Day 
of December 1982. 
Dorothy P. Come 
Assistant Administrator, Wage and Hour 
Division. 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-M 





n 
o 
Oo 
as] 
o 
yA 
~~ 
N 
o 
io?) 
we 
NS 
ci 
ba 
o 
AQ 
E 
o 
Oo 
o 
a 
> 
oO 
= 
q 
oo 
— 
oO 
DM 
N 
S 
a 
i 
~ 
eo 
°o 
> 
— 
roa 
o 
— 
a 
Bo 
a 
oe 
ss 
ee 
3 
whe 


AI sseTS 
Ilr sseto 
TI SsPets 


-HDOIH GNY AAWSH) SYuaYuOoaVvT 
$2109901q9 yUeTd 
yoou pue 200[q 38eD-91d 
uewrOpMog pue s1i9zseTE 
$19339S 
qand pue siowuey 
*sxoaeq YOOTA ‘yYoeAL ATW 
$10}3902q Trey Weeq pue 
aoueg pue ‘sothhng pezt 
-1030W UO-apPTy ‘STOXTH 
azejz10W ‘Ssiopuey suocseW 
‘dung a30z79U0D ‘uwReeg 
zese] ‘saoduey bButdunc 
adf3-o02eg ‘srz0AeToedtd 
*sz03e10d0 Mes UTeYUD 
‘autyoen Bbut{{tagq e109 
aptqszep ‘szeyey 3TeUdsY 
‘szoyeorig uoweAeg 
‘szoqerzodg rowweyyoer 
Hhutyoorm pue sirzepusey 
azojusdrze9 ‘szazr0qeT 
*(ONIGTING) SHYavOUVT 
*ZONVHO 


*SSYW ‘ALNNOD YaILSATDUOM 
(T86T 


b# “GOW 


- OSO€-T8VW “ON NOISTOSG 


(AqunoD jo JepuTteusey) 
AqunoDd utTyuery !(pPTSTs 
-stpueg ‘38490q ‘ST30) 
Ajzunop eatysyazeq !AQuno9 
atysdwey ‘Ajunop uepdueyq 
'SUALLIAWVALS GNY SUaawnATd 
SF ONVHO) 


SLLASNHOVSSVW 

‘SUIHSdWVH ‘NSGdWVH 
‘NITMNVUd ‘SUIHSNUAG 

(Z86T 

Sayeq] ‘OE Ttadw - LELst Ya Lb) 


31 joOUueg Al 400 b# “GOW |s 


{é ita4 otseg) - SOOE-Z8VK “ON NOISIOgd 


OS*ST(KETSTIOmM ‘20A00 ‘PTETIPOW 
*Aempew) WIOAUON (UOSpPNH 
‘uozsom ‘puetAey ‘weyuzyTem 
*mojs ‘ozoqpns ‘uzoqiousg 
4OTIeEN ‘paeudcw ‘oszogqTseW 
fujToouty ‘uo zbuTxoT 
‘uORSTTTIOH ‘weybutuerz4 
‘pzosuo9 ‘QuOUITeg 
*pueTYSY) X9SOTPPTW 
*SYUALLIAWVAGLS GNWY SHAWN Td 
SUAZGNAL SUYIUALSVId 

AI SseTD 

III sset> 

II sset) 

I sseto 
(Aemy6tH 3 Aaeon) suquoavt 
A ssvto 

AI sseTtd 

III sseto 

It ssejd 

I sseto 

(Sutpr(tnd) suqaoay 


(uozHuTwt tm 

‘pzojy3som ‘ozoqsbuAy, 
*AanqsymMoL ‘TTaMo7T 
*uoZFETIITT ‘eTqezsung 
*qnoeiqg ‘pasojeuroto 
‘aTsttTzep ‘uoqburtang 
*‘ozoqxog ‘eOTIATI ta 
‘pazospod) xesSoTpptw 
SSNWIOINLoOa 


?SONVHO 


SLLASNHOVSSYW ‘SAILNNOD 
M1IO4AINS ¥ HLNOWATd 
*“WIOANON ‘LAYONINYN 
‘XaSa1qqIW ‘XaSSa ‘Sauna 
‘JOLSIUd ‘aTAVLSNUVva 
(T86T 
‘py *ades - TE9bb Ya 9b) 


3a1Iyoueg L# °GOW 


abutz4 t = bSOE-T8YN “ON NOISIOaG 


Z WOVd NOLLVDIAIGON 


T YNOZ 

03 Atdav ptnoys goors 
obed uo 78/9Z/TT pot ep 
T# “GOW UT paTytpow 
*sag jJuUuouwd by aA9M0Og 


BURTSTNOT OptmMazv3s 
(Z8/S/TT = TZb0S wa Ld) 


_ 


u9Uw91339y 
Sut jyooid193e4 
9 ‘2TTL ‘e7eTS ‘uoTaFsoduD 
8Z eeav 
1 every 
ts1ajooy 
sa3ueyD 


STOUTTTI **SOD Pr0spoon 

9» ‘odeqouuty *** ‘puog ‘swepy 
(7961 ‘S 42AeH = 6596 Wd LY) 

i = €007*Z9TI SON NOITSTOAM 
SAIYAIOM TeQeuw JooeyUS 
S$6°9I |s2etatsodtd 2 szequntd 
Sb bt SI04I0M 

PZZEAIOR F STT ‘OrqreW 

Sb°oT SiID¥YAOMUOIT 
ucezos (*q02d) Sz0dTeH 
uceol sio0d{ou 
€v°st - soTuRYysoW 
?SIOJONAYSUOD AOReASTA 


?GONVHO 


emor *AQqunoDg 3309S 
(Z8/8/0T ~ L99bb wa Lb) 


“GOW 


- 6p0b-cav¥l “ON NOISIOaG 


uceos (*4°4d) szodtou 

ursod szod{ouH 

Teel sotueyoow 
?SIOZONAYSUOD 1OZeASTA 


€e°sts suetoT1399Tg 
7H ONVHO 


emot ‘*0D Aznqpoon 
(Z8/T/OT - LIS€b_wa Lb) 
£# “GOW js3tjz0u0q 


8b0b-Z8VI “ON NOISIOdG eburz4 


t HOVd NOLLVOLATGON 


SIOYIOM O4ZeI 
-193 3 OLTL - ¢ au0g 
SAL94I0OM O42EI 
“193 3 OTTL = € BUuoZ 
2310420M 
Ozze119} 3 O[T2’eTQreW 
LINO 


8 vv0Z 
8 bp ‘€ seUu0Z 
SIOYIOM TeRQoU Joosus 
€ Su0Z 
*$4099TjJ dtd = saaqunty 
€ Susy = SrOLAAS?Id 
"33 OOT 
TOAO 320% AMOR! YORIg 
s1r0bueysedeg 


(904s 


TTesArp ‘zaT Toa‘ ysnag 
tg 8auoZg 
:S493uUTeg 
199308 STqQ'eW = G BsUu0Z 
209395 OTGieH = £ eUOZ 
SIOYIOM 
OZZP1193 ¥ Y{T2’2TQzeW 


89°ST g SU0Z 


S6°bT G 9U0Z 
tSurTOTAQOeTgA 
8L°EeT € DuoZy - suCcSeu QuoOMeD 
bs°*st 43 9 Sseu0Z 
eS°et, g eu07Z 
8z*bTS € 2uo0zg 
uosewoul3s 9 saokvTYOTIG 
*AOSNVHD 
PMOL ‘*sOD YTOYg 
8 uUT|‘UuOsUYyor ‘ enbnqng 
*‘soutow soq‘uoqUTTD 
*Oprzoy O1I9D‘ YALL] YORTA 
(Z8/81/9 - LES9? Hd Lb) 
ot# “*aow 


- O£0b-cB8VI “ON NOISIOAG 





n 
® 
oO 
Ss 
o 
a 
— 
N 
co 
a 
wt 
nN 
a 
ae 
o 
2 
& 
o 
Oo 
o 
aA 
> 
wo 
co 
"ee 
she 
— 
oo 
= 
N 
3 
z 
~ 
+ 
— 
° 
> 
— 
ton 
a 
_ 
? 
= 
"3 
~ 
3 
the 


Al anow 


oysed 


Aevids 
YIOM SNopiezey pue 
S20m03 ‘yueQ ‘buy 
-3seTqpues ‘burueeto 
-wes3s ![3se3s Bbutpry 
sazsBueyrzacdeg 
Sisde3z ‘ysnig 
zZ Peay 
SHALNIVd 
83L'zZ seezy 
98S‘b’e’T Seely 
suoTzONAYsUOD Hbutpttng 
*SuaLLgas 
STIL ONY YawNOM OZZvaNaL 
*SNOSWW ANOLS ‘SUaUTLSWId 
*SNOSVW SIGUVW ‘SUSHSINIG 
SNOSYWW LNEWGD ‘SUdAVTINDTNE 


*ZONVHO 


*NNOD ‘SASILNNOD ANYTIOL 
GNY NOGNOT MIN ‘N3AVH 
MIN ‘XASSIGGIW ‘GUOdLUVH 
(T86T 
‘St ACW = OFLOZ YA 9b) 
AT Anow £c# “Gow 


abur3g otse - Z€0€-18LO “ON NOISIOgG 


¥ HOVd NOILVDIAIGOW 


[ auozg - siax10MU0IT b “9 
sioyewsat tog 5 


*JONVHO 


sexe, ‘*SOD Ostm 2 
quezrseyL’ TTemyooy ‘ojutd 
oTed ‘uewzney ‘uosuyor 
qunH ‘ pooyH ‘uosAeig’stttga 
‘uoqUeg’ SeT Ted‘ UuTT TOD 
(Z8/S/TT - O£€F0S Ha Lb) 


ZL°st Si9syzeyT 

98°ST UdMIIOATIPST td 

SL6°sST S2YSTAMATIIW 

ZL°ST | TetoroumoD-siszuedie5 

:Srlaquediep 

09°9T SISYewABT Tod ) 

S$Sz°cTt Aqunog shuer9 79° oL 
“ol 


92°El 

tl 
**s09 obuer9 3 UOsrazsOLr 
(Z8/T/0T - S@S€b_ya Lb) 


= 9p0¥-c8XL “ON NOISE 


z dnoip 
T dnory 
:*sdo quouwdrnbs rz0M0q 
SI@YAOMUOIT 
SlOYewIITT 
yIyousg 
sexoy *AQRuNOD oTMog | oburza 
(Z78/0Z/8 - ZZS9€_Na4 Lb) {-—_— 


33 joueg "Gow _ 


aburzg 


€ Vd NOLLVOLATION 


a sseTD 

V_ sselo 

‘1T# soTnpoyos 
*SHSAVINOLINS 


> 3ONVHO 
A MIN ‘SIILNOQOD 
VL 3 YWOOLVUVS 
‘“ugVISSSNGY ‘ANVETW 
(186T 
‘Lz uPazeW - PLT6T NA 96) 
be “COW 
= S810e-18AN “ON NOISIOaG 


ssadAe] 100([4 35°95 
{| ee1y 

M 183°W 2994S 
L pue a3e1S$ 
$19jJOOy 

t¢ wesly 

ts1aj00y 


so3ucy) 


uo} 3usyysem epyMe7zsIS 
*Sny -¢fSe wd 1%) 
pon S-2evA ON NOISI0ad 
¢ dnarp 
zZ dnoig 
1 dnorzp 
t¢ BU0Z 
¢ dnoig 
z dnoig 
1 dnoig 
tz au0z 
€ dnoi9 
z dnoip 
1 dnoip 
s] eu0z 
2(Z eeay) S2ejuedize) 
?FONVHD 
GL°IS te BuCZ 
Os*I$ %2% eucz 
:(a3e1 [| su0Z 
©} ppe) [e}IUIPIGzJIG UOT 
3(Z e21y) SIBAfiq HOMIL 
107) Buyuyewsy 
1989q ve1y 
t(Z eeay) UOFJONAYSUOD BUTT 
tdav 


OYUeP] epyM2z"I¢g 
*9z “AON = Z19ES Wd £1) 


> @zlso-codl “ON NOLSIOaG 





” 
@ 
s 
_ 
° 
Zz 
~~ 
5 
N 
wo 
ba 
® 
2 
E 
® 
o 
® 
Q 
> 
o 
7s 
“he 
fr 
— 
oo 
< 
N 
6 
Zz 
tS 
+ 
a 
° 
> 
— 
be 
© 
-_ 
3 
me 
— 
& 
3 
Min 


SLT°ST 
26°" 
G¢L° yl 
s7c*vl 


69°ST 
66°%T 
z1°6T 
z8°st 


68°21 
“T°eT 
"z°CT 
68°€T 
49°9T 
év°aT 


OL*TT 
86°ET 
ss*ct 
29°9T 
ei°oT 
S3°49T 


$9°2t 
ae A | 


02° %T 


06°ST 


GLL°LT 
46°ST 
46°%T 


z2°st 
ZL°%T 


AI dno1z9 

TIT dnoz9 

Ir dnoay 

I dnoag 
SSUaAIUd WONUL 


IA dnoip 

A dnoig 
AI dnoz9 
III dnoag 
Ir dnozp 


I dnoipg 
oTuey IAW 193SeH 
tsuOLvuadO LNaWdINda YaMOd 
SUAHSINId ,SUALLAS ATIL 
SYSLLIS FIIL 
SYDNOM OZZvuvaL 
SYALLId WATINIYdS 
SYDMNOM TVLEN LaaHS 
Suz zoordiz03e4 
» *9TTL ‘aaeTS ‘uotatsoduoy 
u9weT339y 
tsuqdoou 
*09 (*2TA 
% STIFA®TI98G) AFeETD “3S 
*s09 (*OTA 
3 STNOT °3S °“d) 2TeTD “3S 
¥ ‘(09 Jo & ureynos 
9 AXTD B3TUeID) UOSTpEH 
*OD (TT94TITH 5° 
*N UOT3II0g Y UOITY) BOSTpEH 
SSYALLIANVILS ¥ SUYAGHOTd 
SUTUALSV1d 
Aeads 9 23°1a 
Sutdel 9 ysnag 
21 @F23 snpuy 
Seadg 9 38e1¢ 
ysnig 
su0F3}9n23 suUOD 
(#2N) TeTIUepTsey 
9 SuTPTING TeFoTeUMD 
Seadgs 9 38°1a 
ysnag 
tqutedeay jet ueptsoy 
*SYaLNIvd 


2 aDvd 


SeL*vT 
sv°sT 
S€*oT 
OTT 
se°et 


00°%T 
06°2T 
s9°2zt 
0”°ZT 


02°ST 
Ss°ST 
$6°9T 
OL°9T 


os*T 


SL°ST 
Sz°oT 


S7zs*sTt 
Os*9T 
00°%T 


09°9T 
Sz*st 


os*sT 
00°ST 


Ov°dT 
so°oT 


Aqunoy 32zeTD *3aS = *SUAHLV 
ua 93 TUeUAG 
Siepua], ,S1919}8e1g PY uOSeW 
410M 22M25 UO Ue WORQ0g 
uoUWIO? 
tAQFUp OTA Y Suey AON 
usyq 23 Fueudg 
S19pur], ,S19199SeTA Y uOSeEW 
yA0m 19M2g 
woumoD 
sAaqurotA PY Banqaoag 
S19pus] ,Si219qsSeTg Y uoSseW 
ud 23 TueUkg 
410M TOMES UO UsW WOR}0g 
woumo) 
243 7UTOTA 
Z uouegey ‘oTtus ‘dav 
33095 ‘yejnoosey *u0TTe4,0 
aomeg 30 
Woz20g 3 YSI0], e/M BuzyI0H 
UR A9pmMog Y usy_ 29 Fweudg 
uoumloD 
SMVTUTOFA P STL FAST IAG 
Ue 2epmog yy usa 33 yWeurtg 
S29FILeD poy ,$19199seTd 
uwo"moy 
t4Q7UTOTA P STNOT “3S °a 
sAyunoy ACT) *3S 
Ua 23 TWeutg 
29meg 
JO woz30g ayy UO BuTy10qH 
Si9pue]l, ,$10193seTq F uOSey 
woUmNo?D 
sAQ7uzoTA @ AorL 
ua 93 Jweutg 
2amas 
JO WO}30g ay3 UO BuTy104 
S19pusa], ,31910}SeTg ¥ uOSRW 
owe) 
souzaeH 


3(d,1NO9) Suauodvt 


890Z°Z81I °ON NOISIDA 


oT*é 

00°91 
SZ°ST 
os*st 


00°AT 
$9°ST 


06°ST 
07°ST 


OL*°9T 
09°ST 
OT°ST 
09°ST 
ce°st 


Oz°ST 


OT’ST 
ost 
ge°st 
co°sT 
ss°4T 
SzS°oT 


Szs°sT 
0S*9T 


CLZ°9T 
00°*T 
ss*aT 


Ov*9T 


uray oqoeuky 
Slopuas] ,S19103S"]] YP UoSLW 
zaMog 
JO woz30g ey) VO BuT)104 
OLIN 
u03 s3uzATT 
voy 03 Tweutg 
yo10y, v/a 
Suyuing Pp FuzagND usunj104 
Slopua], ,S19193sSeTq PY UOSseW 
vounues) 
sqoorr *3S 9 pueTYyztH 
ueQ 93 TueUdg 
Si9puaj, ,S219103s8eTq Y uOSseW 
uoumio7 
tuoqae) ueTD 
Si19pusy 
,SUOSeW Y , 819109 SeTI 
yoo] F/M ButI3ND F Y23Td 
zemMeg Use UT Buyy10M UDW 
20mo0S 
ute 03 BuTpTing wory 
yom 19Meg UO BUTYI0M UeH 
uoumo0) 
SOT TTASpsemp’ 
flapual ue, 23 yweudg 
us, 93 pweutg 
Siopus], ,810293SeTd PY voSseH 
ucuwos 
SOTTFASUTTTIOD 
sSzopu2y, 
uswiepmog YP a3 Tweudg 
usuzepMog PY 33 TWeUtg 
sio9puay, 
Suse YXTAq PY ,29199SeTd 
Sutp1em y Butuang *But349ND 
uoumlo) 
ST T2U97 TH YP FAOOWeN ‘SooTFUGA 
‘uostpey ‘AItD eatueI9 
azoze1sdg aTzzoN PY BUTYOeN 
eqquung $3ur33tq T1194 
yI0M A29MDg PY A9Meg BUTAeT 
uoumlo) 
t19ATY poom 


2(d,1NO9) SUaYOdY 


So°sT 


06°>T 
03*4T 


08°9T 
6L°4%T 
wrtos 
£6°6 
61 *%T 


Z07°8T 
TI°dt 
SST°9T 
S8t°ST 
s80°ST 


SEZ°ST 


S€9°4T 
¢8T*sT 


seo°st 


Suyddey-dty 9 tao jrazndg 
212Z0N A1yUUND foutyouN 
aatuuny {fuy3I%tq 7[9M 
MAM AOMDY Y AMAS ‘ty An'y 
uowNa) 
2u031V 
t*0D uostpen 
*suauod 
SUTMUOMNOUT 
SUTIZVI 
(*q02g) s10d] 2H 
s20d{oH 
Sopucyoaq 
FSYOLONYLSNOD WOLVART: 
sazqunoy 3ateTID 
"3S 9 ("09 JO “weYy) UOSTpEH 
*0D (*°TA P UOITY) UOSTpeEH 
?SNVIOLULOaTI 
SNOSVH LNG 
223s0y9 
Sanqporg 
tT ePIuspTsey 
Suppryng Teyozoumi0y 
ts20he} 
A00TJ 3JOS Y fuMMIDATANOTTE 
fsau3tamqtin f{s2squ0dze9 
tAQUNOD ATeTD °3S 
“09 (*0D JO *vI0Yy) UOSTpTy ’ 
*o9 (Aarzzpon 9 O3TeYNIIg 
Suypny{ 2.» 320s19307 
WF "OD UOSTpeEN P TIT# 
219M B9eTY O13 03 F 9SE4 
Uo TIT# ‘YI10N UO CHT¢ 
‘qseqg uo »¢ 934 Aq popunog 
jaed u2z04300S) wostpLYy 
sTeTIWWOpssoy 
Sutpi7nq [eT 210uw0ED 
tsx0Ae] 2004 3350S 
9 fusuteatzpoTta fsayStantT IW 
fsaoyjey fsaaquedae9 
sA43uno) uostpey 
SSURLNAIYV: 
AqunoD ATT) *3S 
Aqunoy vost pey 
tsuoscwou0zs Y fs18 GTO, 
fszoueeTD fsrzsy{nep fsugAVINDING 
SUIAVW A TLOG 
SYDMUOM SOLSAGS 


8300fo1g voF}INz}sSu0D (TeTIUEPTsey JuypnTouT) BufpTyng MOM AO NOTLILHIS: 
CL96T WA Lo UE 7R6T ‘2 ACH PEEP ‘TCOZ-Z8TI “ON UOFSTIEq Seposiodn: 


uote 2FTQnNg JO 83eqQ = tulvd 


UYIVID *1S % NOSIGVN *SaILNNOD 


NOTSIOAd SVAdasNaAdAsS 


8907-Z8'll *HaGWAN NOLSTD: 
SIONITIL = *ALV. 





@ 
o 
s 
° 
Zz 
~ 
3 
nN 
eo 
be 
5 
& 
8 
A 
> 
oO 
=} 
“i 
cu 
_— 
Cr) 
a 
3 
Zz 
‘+ 
3 
> 
— 
ro 
: 
z 
2 


"((t¥) (1) (®) ¢°S ‘UID 6Z) SeSneT> QoerQUOD SpiepuLySs 
2oqe] 94} Uy pepyzAozd se ATUo preMe 19338 pappe oq Aew pazST] suoTIBITZ]TSSET>S 
Gy2 JO adods OY} UYYIZA popnTouy You y1oM oJ papseu suoyz edz ZysseT> paysyzluy 


*TeqUepyouT 
S¥ BuTPTEM YOFYA 03 voTIeI1Edo Buywr0sxed 33v1> 10x poqyracsezd |ye1 BATODeyY *SYICIIM 


sefotdue 10d yeem 20d oo*Is$ °> 

*Aeptzg ysnoryy Aepuow uo s{{ez Aepyloy ZF SAG seuystzyD 10x sino » sAhepyT{OH pTed °q 
Aeq svuyszay) 
9 {uzazBsyuey z03zy Aeq tAvq Buzaz3syucyy, tXeq rz0qey fAeq aouopuedepuy fAeg eTr0WDy 
fheq s,1¢0, men ssXopyyoy pyed Z tszvak ¢ uvyy sseT Ssauzsnq uy pay2t0M sey oYyM voekoTdwa 
20z dje1 ATANOY AvTN301 Jo % pue sive ¢ uPYyy B1OW SssoUTSsNq UT PeyI0M sey CYA 

aokoldwe 203 37pe12 Avd uoyz {cova 03 3382 ATInoy 1e{NFaz yo Yg soynqyz12QU0d szeAoTdwy °V 


SALONLOOS 


% ovd 890Z°Z81I °ON NOISIS3G 


aeord ynbs 
BuzAow udtjs Shoquo]-FUeS BO S22AzIg Y $$209NqGT23S1g TIO UO S2eATIQ tA ANdUD 


STINg 293e4 Y fueMaz0g BuTyZ04 y SotURYDOW Isa TUN voy eUTqUéS 
a20W 10 Satxyeg fzeysieds}tq fez0w 20 sSu0y 9g] Bus{NeY SeTxy » 20 ¢ *z sIIz aNoD 


soy2uty 9 tsasodind voyze320dsuvz2 20; pasn vdyn quewdynbs 2aey{ywTs 30 Sazzroaphy 
fsayun coyIeuyquoD aTxy-y f*des *sqT QNO*9 28AC $3zZ77 HYI0g fsaqouTH euVag~y 
$su0z 9] ueyy Sse] ZuT{Ney 3nq ‘su0_ 6 UeYY vIoW Buz{NeY Sexy ¢ 20 Z tI anoUD 


S2lepusl TAtIq Yonzy HY ferys Qof eqs wo pus 

o2Z pue Oo} usw 20 *sTooy ‘sT{ey1e2eW BuyTNeYy UsYyA Sdn-yoTg {szepuel szuLtoEy 
$*deo *sqt 0009 03 dn s2z77 y20g fsazun saezedes Aq pat{nd esoyy *touy suzyoeH 
Sutp1aM y 2ossPadwoy ayy fsu0z 6 Bey sseT Buz [Ney sayxy Z uO SzeAzag ty gNoUD 


*SNOLLVOIZISSVID SUZATUC WORUL 


ainsseid *SqT OT 229A0 aye UT Buy ezddo szeTTO 2 

einssdid aye zopun Bbuy3Zerzsdo szatT~Q °d 

ainssoad *sq{ OT 29A0 2zre ut Bur3e19do s2z00utbug *@ 
dainssdid 3azye zdspun Buy jezedo sxzsourSu ® 


I 
S2®TTO A dhoddS 
(*33e ‘’sourz. o6. 
*sguebyuow ‘sobperp ‘seuez> yOnI2) S29TTO Quowdrnby Aaeoy 


SXOTJO sepeaxzds Yteudsy pue uoweaty Ir 4 


(tT) seuyysey 5bu 
(t) ezys JO ssetpszebez sdumg zeRZeM ‘([) Az0ssazdwoD zry II d 
: (s5eq Z AOpuN)- SAOXTH (T) Wed IWS5TT ‘(T) sesnqeteddy 26 
speey youtm (T) s3er 40 suoydts ‘syonzy, uo ‘*s2zdo uoTangt2z3szg ‘(0D 
si0fdauo0s **33 SZ Jepun) ‘**sidoO 3e0g ‘s3ROTI TeUTpNzybuCT ‘suzYysEy 
uogqty 10 rapern-qns-temodg ‘soutyoeW Sutysyuyg ‘seutyoey Suypery © 
wrog ‘$r0ReASTA OTPewo RNY ‘SireTtog AzeuoTZe3S UO UOWaITYZ * (ATUO 
zozoez, 4ubteIIsS) @ZTS Jo ssatTpzebex s1z0zSexy [Te ‘(sheq z zeputy 
szaxtw ‘(Z) S2ueTd 24ST pue (Z) snzezeddy zo spedy yourn ‘(z) sfoe 
zo suoydts (Z) seuyyoew 5utptem ‘(zZ) ezts so ssetpzebaex sdumg s0gug 
4(z) sazossaadwop 3ztTy ‘(Zz) szoAeauoa ‘(seq € 20 7Z) SrextW ‘syoke pny 
‘sqzstoy-unap-T (ed43 yOTAIep uPYA JeYyIO) STTTIg ‘sauTYyoeW Suyjuyeg 
zo burddezm edtq pue *Sz0RZ5"I, Woog ‘S3BD YOUTH ‘Szepez5 SeEsser a 
210 SpeTg AeMOg ‘SIFJTI-HICT IO SrtOpeoTpug ‘szszopting ‘st {ndeuzs 
30 sdoods ‘S3zeOYSNg AIO STepeIHN AOZROW ‘(7eAC ¥ ,SZ) ‘*sadoO 3eOg PUY 
(s5eq ¢€ 22A0) SIOXTW ‘STITIq edAL-yOFz10q ‘sdumg QuUSWUeD ‘SUT, 
Quswdd YING ‘Sdung O3aeTDUOD ‘srseyeaIg SZaTOUOD ‘srojzPAPDXY ‘Sr2eAR_g 
@zaeTOUOD (SH JO wedzS) AeT TOY ‘sauBID peayreAg ‘srzdydTqg AzzOYD 
ASTTJFAOVG IO sautyoew Bbutyoytq ‘seoyydeg 
oF InezpéH fazow 10 wnig Z-S3870H * STOW AO UMIp Z s3sfoR 
*seUuTYOeW TSMOL AO sAeMaTGeD ‘SOeATIOWOSOT TIy ‘Osueyoow JeRIseW °3,SSy¥ 
: ° *azueysoy Agng Aavey ‘sauzyseq Surpesads yyeydsy 
‘se8perqg ‘SXOTTTZAOWG IO SeutYyoeW Suyyo3ya ‘*szedo yuety *sredoQ~ 
quetg 31eudsy ‘sooyyoeg adAy-aueID ‘SrBAzIQ ETT feseek Ot22 
20 sTTeysueTD ‘sdooss zeumIyYS ‘STeACYS ‘sSoUuyT berg ‘seuRz5 as 
SSNOLLVOIAISSVTD SHOLVUAIO LNEHAINDT WANOd 


€ ivd S90Z-Z8TI “ON NOISIOSA 





n 
a 
= 
2 
a 
~~ 
é 
wv 
N 
— 
te 
o 
ao 
& 
oa 
Oo 
® 
Qa 
= 
= 
ae 
— 
is) 
= 
N 
6 
a 
y 
7 
x) 
> 
_— 
tee 
2 
3 
x 
— 
& 
3 
ae 


$303e2ad0 

TTr4ap usnyo 3 uobem fusw etzzou aytunb 2% Burysetqpues fuauat3394% oy oF3geW 
fuauzapmod f2aye21 3Teyudse {s10}3e1Aad0 due, seTWTSs Jo uosyoRL *oOD1eq fsiaapus3 
voseu au03s {!szepuez JezeyseTd fsispusz yO9TIq 4 (Aauosew) 331tT y10a - F dnoi5 

usc UOTZeTNSUT fuLWasOY “‘3ZTT 4703 $(pattedoisd-j Tas) sot66nq et610e6 tuaw szauang 
39 49303 GuT33N5 fspToszeos Butburms {s103e7edo YyoRTM YORTP !s103e19d0 dwe3 

aje {siatTpuey Teeqs Bbuyozojzuyea ¢saazzaaatnd uo siapaez ysniq {s103ze1ed0 mes 
ajea10uLv9 ‘siojezado wes uTeYyd tsx0ze1Ed0 ASswuey Burddyyo ¥ azoumsyyoRf 4203eI7qTA 
£(°33 9T 2900) saebbtp etoy aetd fs1ozezedo Too} aemod ¢(burTTty yoRq ¥ Burbhrp 
‘sourt 2ONp ¥ ST? UseIp *yI0M James ‘adtd 3ynpuod) SasaoqeT szaquNtTd - @ dNowS 
(sqoeCoid a273uUa 3O UOTZIe70RTe IOJZ) S2ayOaIN f{szeKeT 

pos fuow odeospuetT {szeueaeTo 100TZ ‘szapusz Japuewertes s‘uowteubyts fuau 


-49273 faapuey rojqUedsro 48193398 JO SIaTPULY YsoW satM tz0qQeT voWUOD = T dNddo 


ALNNOD ANI'IVS SNOILNIdGdG NOLLYOIAISSYTIO SaxOSVT 


zozeoTTdde 123 Woy fusM SsUTT 

-futa3s 3 $2933eSWI03 Peay fsTOUUNZ UT ButyzI0M uaw {420m Jomas UC JaXheT |adrd 
peoy fuewetzzou aqzuun6 2 Bbuyysetqpues fuauweT3304% OT3Ssew fueUIspMod !10;ez2eEd0 

Abbnq zeM0od tsdweqz szettuts Aue Jo uosyoef f1adwez oo1eq fsiaxe1 ateydse ‘uow 
zauing 9 yOI202 buT3ANo fs2apuez YyOTIq ¢sadTIIeD poy fsaapuaz 31a3SeTd - € dNowd 

APS a3919U09 10 uTeYyo fue weaq JesetT {(yOes 20 y¥INq) SszaTpUeY yUSUaD 

{pjToyjeos burburms fsaazzaeatnd uo siapeeaz ysnaq fauryoew 3 Teydse uo ueW pe—azos 

30 aepeaiads fuew aaddoy yo3eq TeTI03eW ¢sz0zeI2ad0 azauwey Burddryo ‘fizewwey 

-yoeC tuewatvos fuew 2JozeIqyA fpunorb MotTeq Bbury10M Ua aToOY zatd £y410mM yo3Tp 

3 adrd 10 uew preog 393384 fSsoUuTT 3ONP F STI? UTeIp fadtd zINpUOD fseUuTT_393UM 
fy20M 3emas $s103eI3adO TOO} Aye fsiapus} suosewaUuoyS fs2az0qeT AequNtd = Z anoud 

Szazoget Tesousb 129y3Oo TTe ‘!szat3aszeo por Gurssojuraz 


£(300fo2d a2z3ua 30 suoTze19RTe) SJay99IM fuew yOeIQ fsaapuaz aaquedzed = T dNoud 


ALNNOD SILLGd SNOILINIdUG NOILWOIAISSVTIO SuadoOdvT 


690%-Z80W “ON NOISIOaG 


s3tsoueg 
obutzg 


96°ST XI anoud 
9P°OT IIIA anoud 
96°2T (2) 
96°bT (q) 
T2°st (e) 
tIIA dows 
96°ST IA ano 


"9E°ST A dnoud 


TL°st AI anos 
9P°etT (pe) 
ss8°ot (2) 
T2°eT (0 
so°oTt (2) 
anos 
Tt’st It di 
9p°SsT I anoud 
uotzoONnIAAsUOD GBurpT 
4SYOLWUIAO LNAWdINOS V 
S2°tt € cnoUud 
Ot°TT Z dfioxd 
S6°OT T anous 
:(ALNNOD SNITYS) saaxoavt 
06°6 € dnowd 


S19°6 Z dfLond 
sis°6 T dowd 


2 (ALNNOD SILLAd) auodvit 
€6°€T |°dO ANIHOVW ASVd O%ZNaL 
8s°eT SUTNSINIA Of 2ZWINaL 
Te*st SUYAYYOM OZ7%VNdAL 
Ov°vT SUSHSINIA SUALIAS ATIL 
ss°9T SUDLLAS ATIL 3 DIU 


T2°tt SUAAV'T YOOTA L408 
SUYSYYOM IWLIN LAAHS 
suadoou 


Saaunntd 

SaaugaLsv1d 

SugLLidadid 
ATeyo s,utvaszroqg so 
S3129q YVTM ‘syoel mopurA 
‘se6e3s Burms uo 4208 
®ptszno tGurdeq suyyory 
6burysetqpues ‘Aerdg 
ysnig 

*SUS.LNIVd 

SUIAAOMNOUT 


SugIzw19 
(*qo14g) saedtoH 
632039N2339U0D 103 eA0T 


saedtay 
481039N13SU0D J0RRAeTA 


$1I0J9INIASUOD 1OReAaTT 
*SHOLONULSNOD YOLVAR 1a 


sanoy uew 
0002 Burpasoxe s3z90e23uU09 


sinoy uew 000z 
6burpeacxe jou s359e2QuU09 
?(*OD ANI‘IVS) SNVIDINLOaTa 


sinoy uew 
0002 BbuTpescxe s30R1QU0D 


sinoy uew 000Z2 
Bulpescxe jou s39R13U05 
*(°OD SILLad) SNVIOINLOGIA 
SNOSYWW LNAWaD 
uew 
~J9ATIPSTId 3 SI4HTIMTTIW 
Saye] % sraqUedzeD 
(ALNNOD ANIIVS) SUTLNAdUYO 
SAISATAPST Id 
S245TI4TTIW 
S1IayAIeT F Ssaaqusdie5 
H(ALNNOD SILLad) SYSLNAdYVO 
SUYAAVT ATIL 
*SNOSYWANOLS ‘SUSAVTNOIUG 
SUaNWNUATION 
SUayuOM SOLSAISY 


*(set103s p» BbuTpntout pue o3 dn s3juewjI3ede 
pue sawoy Atywez efbuts Bburpnyoxa) 
99Z8€ Yd 9b UT TB6L ‘bZ2 ATMEL P2zep BSOP-TB8OW “ON UOTSyOaq sopasiodng 

NOILWOIIGNd dO ALVQ ‘*aLvd 
GNITVS UNV SILLGd ‘*SuILNnoo 


NOTSIONd svudaswadns 


‘s3o0efoid BuIpTtnad :yYyOM JO NOTLdIY¥oSaa 


6900-Z80OW *°ON NOISTOSG 
IHNOSSIW ‘*ALVLS 





8 
3 
So 
z 
z 
3 
& 
: 
QA 
> 
3 
& 
a 
2 
s 
3 
> 
i 
io 
: 


0° 


s%8+09° 
s%8+09" 
s48+09 
$48+09 


#h3+09 
$*8+09 
8%8+09 
$48+09 


SUYMUILSW Td 
420M SnNOp urceos (*q01u) Siz0dtoyH 
-irezey 9 burasereqpues — Peob ZPULTOL SISA Tou 
HuyUVOTS wedjg-G alouUDy "490 °ZS] 66°bT sSpueyoow 
Sie [O1 buypeoej-jz 10s $SYOLONULYNOD YOLVASTY 
3 y20m Keards-p dnOYS for/s-s ‘ 
Tre“Azp +08" 09°ST Siso}y {ds 
2ZOzZ STOO} Sowy-f dfhoud OTqeS ¥, SueTSTIR00TR 
areyo " 2 (48025 oSNOYyMoD 
UTeEMS3L0q’SI9aM0R 1837eM JO YINOS Qrea ZeYR)TISA 
yoegs eyous’ 470M obc4s +105 9 (UBseTITHN JO Aato 
*sjoor‘syoel mopure 8% prota Aerip ‘*OD [TOA 
T983s TeIN}ZONI3s‘ [994s 403 jO Out{T Azepunog gas 
3 adjd reTYOR-Z dfwUd ey} Wory “OS Tea OfUT 
os*tt ysnizg = T af0uD SsoTTw Z ueyz S10m pss 
?SUSLNIVd -*6 OF 30U 3 CORM UeYQ 


26°0T uewpuno1p qaed 3eyd) T19EG-Z ar 


9t*et s1eottds eTqed 8+08 
Sb°et sue yoT24998Ta 
tueUuUueToW 
3 TITH’Srt leg’ (xed2D 
@snoymods JO YWNCS POOH 


09°St usueuttT 34S +06° 
(48015 eBnoYy 
“MOD JO YRnOs) TTeAI0D 
*34 30 J1ed 2e43 Y¥deoxe) 
TTe4209’enbsog ‘ (useT 


3 ‘(0DBmM Feud UT gsnYy 
63 Jouveu SF YoyUM 
Tt®@ 543 eprsuy Setyw Z 
*xOrdde pe edsor, sr ATqQues 


zzed 3043) TTed-2 YNOZ 
010 YOT4yA Aiepundq syy 


uewpunesy 
*pOOH *3g 30 321ed 3eY3 


SISO {Ads srqeo 
O5eM OF Ja1vSdU ST USTUM 
qazed seus) trod=t aoe 


uswsuyTy 
ISNVIOIYLOGTs 


3 TTTH’STtTed’ (yeerD 
b6°ET SNUSYN LINAWID 


T¥M JO ARID 3 BUST *OD 
Tled e432 Opysuy sel yu 
eo°tt SiloqUedzeD 
3*s05 buyuyewsy - ZF GNOs 
Sz°et SIYStAMT tw 
00°zT Sioequodie5 


oem OF JeTvEU SF YOTYM t{TLeAr09 ¥8 T1lea - T SNUZ 
3azea 3LYU3) TISA-T GNOZ * SUgLNadyuvd 
*NOLLONYLSNUD ANI Sb°eT SUFAVTNOLYY 
ss-e [xt 2e310u/Aepuaz uosey 09° 9T Soanvwdd' 110d 
Se°e PeTTTAsUNn 6Z°9T ueUuus TOW | 
*sugduowvt - “TUPHenbsog-2Z YNOZ 
09°EeT SUSYYOMNOUL OZ °STS sT{ea’ T[eA109" TTOd-T ANOZ 
Os*Z 3 Ssudl2wi1o *SUTnUOM SOLSUESV 
sae 
4 an0H NOILONALSNOD ONIGTING PItseueE 
otseq| | _2butag 


NOILONYLSNOD ONIGTING 


*(soTzo3s » burpntour ¥ 02 dn SjuoWwjaede 93 soauwoYy 
Atywez o[buys oepnytouy you seop) s;ooforg Hurprynq tyUOM JO NOILaTYdSAG 
*ZSS9Z Yd Lb UT ‘Z78/81/9 poyep 620b-Z8XL -on UuoTsto0q sopaszedng 
uoTIBOTTIGNd JO 93rq tgLVd $90b-Z8XL *°ON NOISIOAG 

ueuuo TOW 9 ITIH ‘STTed 
*{YOAIOD ‘enbsoy ‘Tl°a tSAILNNOD Sexo, teLVvVLs 


NOISIOUd SVEdsSsadNns 


w(F¥) (tT) (®) $°s ‘Hdd 62) 
SOSNSTD 95V239U0D Sprepueys 1oOqey OY Uy popyaoad se 


Atuo prvae 19338 poppe aq Avw poasy] suoyqeszzysseqz> ayy zo odooe 
242 UPYITA PapN{SuZ You yYI6M 103 papaou sus IwoFZyssel[> poasy;qvn,, 


Suyquy{> JO 329n03-aueI5D 
XI dnous 
DyURYSOW Ja3Seq 


IlIA daoud 
zozezado szofaauo0D (9) 


uew QueTd 3 J03e29d0 4sapeo7 (q) 
zoze1ad0 auezID (e) 
tSJULTd B2aIDU0Q paxyy Apeay 
IIA dno 
wooq 30 °33 00Z 32aA0 ‘sBy32 30 aueID 
; IA dnoud 
WNIp [ JeA0 WHIP TeUuoTIyppe Yora-sysjoHn 
A dno 
(q3f *toug) 
3340 30 Wood jO °*33 O8 ‘S2aAtTIP aTTd f(qrf “*Suy) 3eA0 30 
wooq 30 °33 0g ‘sausTSerp ¢(qyf “ouy) JeAO JO WoOg jo *3z 08 
*$6y2 30 auezd f(qyf “ouy) 2aAO JO WoOg Jo °33 08 “ST TSysWeTD 
AI dnowS 
*d *y og ueyy sset (Tezza3eW BSuyzney 
vaya 3deoxea) s2039e33 ‘sdund dinssazd 30 4803 ‘suazsis 
buysezeasp (squyod [T{aa/n) sdund ‘{(siapeotT apys/A) siexyu 
t(Aauosew ydaoxe) sadd4y [TR-IZIT AIOZ ¢Sy9NIQ awerzjz-y (p) 
J2ATIP IJSTIO (9) 
Ariosew-33 1 370g (Q) 
532730 (@) 
?I1II daoud 
eutyoeu Suyystuyz sz03eAaTe 
f{pequnow yonz3 ’aT6uys szossaiduwod twepuej-siossaizduos f32ede 
,0Z URYZ SIJOW ZOU 23AO 20 °33 ,SZT (Z) S20Ssazduod i*d*y 95 20A0 
$303D82) tzapez6-qns tsayuuef pue ‘szef ‘suoydts észatqtor fads3 
JETIWIS = 3OzPeA-B-peT: szewwey erpdy fpazezsdo yanod - saddoy 
“tpazezedo aaaod - uyeyo ssetpua ‘3ysyoy fzasea16 t2zepez6 w10z 
seuyyoew Buy3eotz fauetTd xatz és6yz uo vawazy3-fauryoew Suryszuzz 
qind tpa3zezedo yanod - qe3z> !(pat{edoid-jtas ‘saves 383825U09 
f2aao 20 ,¢z1 (1) s30ssazduod tzoze1ado auetd Jato ¢(uew yu033) 
Japeaids dyyo tpayerzedo szanod - swooig £(1) SieTyoa - II anou> 
uew aT330342 souzTYyouw 
aToy3ss3 tdooss seumyys tul00q apys t3amod ‘Taaoys {1 T}3p 42802 
poTtadozd-j1as tsdooss ‘!s3e5 ysnd tyepiajew - sdund ‘staed 
a6uez0 fauzyoew Guyyonu szapTaA pue Srueydsou fsJepeoT ![aAeI3 
zanod ys pazesedo Jenod-uyeyd ssatpua “ysyoy fadd4Q seT WTS = 
TTe-ape36 t3anod addy Aue - sabpaip isaazop ‘sauyyorw bury 
-21p $(pajzezedo syamod) S13e@> SyDTIIap pue SyxD}JI3ap 24903 *JaYySNID 
{peayzeao-auezd f3aAed Jaxyw ayazouoD ¢(az3s Gof) atTqrz30d *quetd 
pextu-A4peaz ajaiaqu02 ftzapeaids dyys fsaayotd Ar398y49 tsheaatqesd 
tsauyyoew Bur3z0q £(Z) Sz2eTyJoq t32enod-sjze0qG fz0mod-apeTq !3epeoT 
auaasb-xaqieq ta0oyxoeq fs3aT{y3 yOeqQ £30}3e3ad0 queTd areudse 
f203e3ado 23Xj;u quetd yzeydse tzepeazds pue szaeaed areudsv - 1 dnowd 


—— =e 


SYOLVEddO LNIWIINOT WIMOd 
SNOILINIZ3G NOILVOIdISSWIO 


5 690b-28ON “ON NOISIOda 





” 
o 
Oo 
Zs 
° 
Zz 
_— 
S 
NS 
eo 
a 
2 
& 
® 
oO 
o 
Q 
> 
o 
Oo 
yo 
te 
= 
i) 
Ni 
6 
z 
N 
a 
> 
> 
— 
bes 
$ 
? 
m 
2 


ZOTIO - ? anoud 

uewdIts + € dndUd 
SSd{ 16 ARZtOedeD *SqtT COST ‘IFTINZOA i860, 20 
*pA *nd €/T ‘SarepeoT pue 3ztt-yStH fzaT{To’ OFJewnoUg fumap Sstbuyts ‘3efoH fuew 
uot eUTquiOD ‘1aTTO pUe ASATAP UBIO YONTZ TeUOTUsaAUOD ‘1aqZEWOSt{Ng ¢ 3y NO 

PT ueyd sseT ‘toxtW frepezb w1z0g ‘ouetd xdéTq fpemcoj ‘zopez6 opera - 2 anowd 
(aaoqge 9 SUOQ OT) StaT{OI Sy geumoud 
£(18A0 3 ,09) SAOTTOT TOSyAM JeTA fAQTOwURD *SQT GOST ASAO YITTYIOg £209dedIOS 
SButpra ‘suoryelteysuy BHburpnyout sjurod [Tam *qof UO payezedd zoysnzs YDSO" 
faupyorew e3aro dumg {pa yeiedo tsdM0ed ‘TeaAOYS fa TTqourdooss ‘seutyoeu Buyz0q 
uoT{epunNoy f{[epeay !(sezts [Te) seuUyYyoeW bUTYSUeTL fzederd$ !(sSezzts T{e) 2extu 
HutAegd {ISAO AO *3z ND PT “AOXTW feATROWODOT fyONIAQ YOUTH tARzORdeD “pA *nd 
€/T 10A0 ‘saapeoT pue s3zi{-ybtH foeTTqouxtw !az0u 10 SumIp Om} UdATIP ZO4}0m 
*4SstIOH ‘!poTTedozd-j[es ‘aeperb bur qeaatTyg :(sddh3q [te) Pareszedo zeMdd ‘souks 
faoyxyoergq ‘Avmetqro eurchesg {(sedAj [Te) paezezsao AeMod ‘sHYDTII9q {s1apeot 10 

S1aZOp WT[MPAD tpayTTeaord-IyTes *sope1b pers aBUEo ee Aanp Aaron_- 


uiNOD YVNIUVTION) JINIdadd HOLWWOIALSSVTD S’ONV4daO A TNdNd TOF 


00°Ss (Surdwey, 20 [Ta9eqmM 3eTd 
zotTyerz3 -198420) T9eyuM [2893S ’ISeTTONU 
-Twes IO aTxy wopueL 00°sS (sQuousAeg xXtIW 
Savoy ‘atxy etburs UP Td) T89yM TO9RSIeTION 
3y6t1 ‘atTxy eTbuts ors zozeradg Aepe1zy 1030H 
26IS@ATIQ YouzL 00°8s opeag 
azextw butTeaerzL outa’ *dy z9pez9 1030W 
dH 08 os’9 (AD 
XJBAO (OT}eUMA|UG) JOQORIL %Z IOAO) TepeoTt puy 2uoIg 
dH OST 1840 os*s (sseT 3 
(adAL AeTMeID) OQOBIAL AD &Z) xepeoyT pug quorg 
(AD LT 40A0) srader9s os*e adtu*do T1It1q uorzepunog 
(SSOT 3 AD LT) St0ede1z9g 00's $ (pazunow yon LZ) 
(pettedorg "do TT }2d\ uopzepunog 
-3 19S) OF zeumsud‘ IsT TOU 2(,32U0D) *sdo quowdynbg z0M0g 


SIILITILN |sayzau0eg i Sar“i1140 
% ONIAVd ‘IVLNSGIONI | obuy2a 3 ONIAVd ‘THLNIGIONI 


€ awd $90p-Z8XL “ON NOISIDAG 


(2240 3 AD 41) 
oaoys ‘out [be10‘ yoT110q 
eoyyoreg’ TTayswelD’ auezD 

(AD AT uey SSOT) 
eaoys’ eut {berg ‘’ yot 119g 
aoyyoeg ’ [ [OUSuUeTD’ suReID 

dH OST 20A0 29Z0PTI Ng 
SSO1 3 dH OST 29ZOPT ING 
*do aedeomg 30 woolrg 
ouTyoew BbBuyaed 3Teydsy 
1OWNgGT1383q0 seUdSY 
10ze1edQ Auseudtnby 10M04g 
z9d{3H 
493395 [2083S Buysiojurey 
(sa.2n3onI335) 
18330S 19635 Buyor0jUTOYy 
Tt. euoz UT pepats 
“UT 320U e8IV [T¥-Z Bu0czZ 
uo3Teq 2 Stduey jo 
sumo4 Buyppntouy esnog 
32NOD uUCUUaTOW Woz 
SoTTU Sb OF OZ-T SuozZ 
(TT24205 3 1[18G) s10quMTd 
Tra4205 2 [tea - (ABTS 
3 *dU0D) 2ed{aH zeACTadtd 
*6OD [TOA10D 2 TI9G 
(Ae{S 9 *DU0d) szeAvTedtg 
uPpuUus TOW & ITTH’Strteg 
*anbsog-zedjoy zeteyadrg 
‘OD ueUUeaTOW 2 TITH 
*sT Teg’ onbsog-23ARTodtg 
ueWwed;AI9g 
Zod{oH stuBYyoey 
oTueyoow 
aew AITIT3IN *rze7r0qeT 
uowuo) ‘1910qeq7 
$O01N3ONI4S) AGTH 33g wWI0SY 
(Sin zoNIIS) 2393e5 Wadd 
and 3 BuTAegs) 109305 WI0g 
0an3on2z3$)2d1tH APpTa uz0g 
(sO1n39n13S)z2eprT Ing w1a0g 
aoqqny a3a19Uu05 
(sa2n30Nn235) 
Aodyeay ®oystuyy* quo} 
S$OINPONAIS) AOYSTFUuyga*ouoD 
zedjoyH rzeQuodze5 
zajuedze5 
zoyey 3 eYdsy 
ueW TOOL ITY 


SIILITILA 
3 ONIAVd TVLNIGIONI 


@ aowd 


“(CTT) (1) (RD S°S 

Udd 6Z) SOSNETO QowrqQUOS spaepucys AoqeT 
©yQ UT PopyAozd sR ATUO paeme 320338 
poppe oq Aeuw poysy{ suoTjeoyzysse[o 

ay. jO edoos ey} UTYUITA PeEpNToUT you 
YIOM 1OJZ Paepseau SUOCTJEOTJISSETS paeysyt{un 


9 n2z4u3 

w shepyroy pred usaos osty !a382 

Atanoy ore zo o - *s1k ¢ 1@A0 149 
-°s1k § 03 “som touou-* sow 38t--e 


SuhrstutsnoS YOLVATTA AOd ALONLOOI 


Aeqg seuzstiyd-9 ‘Avg 

SuyarSsyueyL, 19338 Aeptag ey3-g!feq 
Sujatb6syuey_-giheg rz0oqei-q ‘Aeq aouapuad 
mpure> theg Teyrowow-q ‘Avg , see, MON-V 
SHYOLONALSNOS YOLVAZTA YOd SAVGITION GIivd 


*Tejueprouy sz Surptea 
YOTYA 63 UuoTIeIEedo buTWI0zz2ed 3zeIO 
IOJ peqytosezd 8301 OAyTs591-SugCIEM 


% dnouws 
€ anous 
z anouwd 
Tt anows , 
SYOLVUTAO LNIWIINGA wamMoad 
SYAAING WOnwL 
SUTLLIZ UITANIUIS 
SeTTU Sp I9AO+E or 
settw Sp “Tout ov 
dn setyu 02 2900-2 . 
asnoyzizne) ueu 
USTOW sYyQ wWory sotrtw Oz 
Oo snuTpert © UTUITM-T FNOZ 
*SUIHYOM TWIIW LEgys 
UseueTI3I0eH - € JNOUD 
Sutjooidzozem § duep‘dn 
TInq’uotztsodwo5-zZ gious 
Sutprs 2 Buyzyoor $03 
Ssoqse’aTy3‘aIe1S-T dhowd 
?Suag00u 
Seeze 23430 Ttw-€ JINOZ 
uo3[eqd 3 
PIOGSTTTH‘UOIZFTO‘UPTszewW 
‘atTdwoy, JO SUMOQ * TOUT 
PSNOYZINGD UeUUS TOW WOT 
S®8TyTW Sb OF O2-Z FINOZ 
os*zts o3e2 
>}seq *OD ueUUeTOW-T JNOZ 
tSYaLLIdadId 3 SYAGWNAId 


NOTLONULSNOD ONIOTING 


$90-Z8XL “ON NOISIORC 





n 
® 
= 
_ 
° 
za 
~— 
S 
= 
nN 
wv 
— 
o 
2 
& 
® 
oO 
o 
Qa 
> 
o 
ca 
: 
ou 
_ 
° 
+ 
N 
S 
a 
i~ 
+ 
oS 
> 
_— 
i 
© 
oe 
3 
m% 
— 
= 
3 
be 


sozey 
At anoy 
ofurag oTseq 


€ dnoap 

z dnoip 

T dnoip 

ty eu0zZ 

dno1ip 

dnoip s9o°T 

dnoiy .$9°T 

dnoip s9o°T 

dnoip 

dno1ip €s°*T 

dnoip 

dnoipy 

2€ 9Uu0Z 00°T 

dno1p 00°T 
dnoip 

dnoip SL°Tt 

dnoip sc°T 
dnoap 

dnoip 00°T 
dnoay 

dno19 

tz auog |ST°+8S 
dnoiy |St*+ts 
dnoap 

dnoap os* 
dnoip os* 
dnoip 

dnoip 

dnoig |Sb*+86 
dnoig 1 |Sb°+86 

tT ouo0z 

tsvauogy'T) SP" +86 
Aeadgs 


ANMPNYOLD ANMENHOFD ANMIZNHOErD 


BurasetTqpuesg pue yusnig |Sh"+6 


s€T su0z 


Burasetqpues pue Aeadg |S"+%6 


ysnig 
tZT auoz |Sb°+86 


Burasetqpuesg pue Aeads 


ysnig 
21T au0z 68°T 


bur3zseTqpues T2°s 


Aeads ce°e 

ysnig 09°Z 
201 au0zZ 06°T 
*SUALNIVd 


Gurqsetqpues pue Aerzdg 
ysnag 
26 9sUu0Z 
BuTasetqpues 
Aeads pue ysnig 
2g au0zg 
buy aseTqpues 
Aeadg 
ysnig 
4 eu0z 
Burysetqpues 
pue Aeadg ‘ysnag 
$9 aUu0Z 
Bur3setTqupes pue Aeadg 
ysnig 
2g au0Zg 
BurqysetTqpues pue Aeads 
ysnag 
ty eu0Z 
Burqserqpues 
pue Aeidg ‘ysnag 
t€ eu0Z 
Surasertqpues pue Aeidg 
ysnag 
sZ au0Zg 
6Burysetqpuesg pue Avadg 
ystag 
tT au0z 
*SUALNIVA | 


upwpunolay 
pue szeatig yonzy 34617 
ueupunoip 
pue sizeatig yonay Aaeay 
saoqesedo 
quowdinbg yybtT 
$103e10d9 
quowdtnbg Anaeoy 
uowouTT 
teptme3eqs 
SNOILONYLSNOD ANIT 
S 2u0Z 
py ou0Z 
€ eu0Z 
Z au0zg 
T auoz 
* SUSNUOMNOUT 


uewpunoiy | 


7907-Z78IM “ON NOISIORG 


auoz c 
UdWAZATIPSTId 
9u0z s1equedie9 
eu0oz 201 su0Zg 
uswIsATIPETId 
au0Z siaquedie5 
26 aUu0Z 
Su0oz @WIDZATIPSETId ‘srzequedseD 
2g sUuOZ 
aug i uewIsATIPST Td 
Su0Zz sSiequediep 
24 auoz 
auoz UsWISATIPSTId 
siequsediep 
9u0Z 9 sUu0Zg 
UdsUIIATIPST Ia 
au0z szejuedieD 
au0z 2g au0Zg 
eu0oZz UdsUIBATIPSTId 
SSN 7IDIBLOAITA saequodiep 
auoz ty ou0g 
au0Z UsUIIATIAPITId 
au0z sxequodieg 
au0zZ t€ SUuCZ 
9u0zZ GOWIDATIPOETId 
eu0zZ siejuedie 
au0Z *% suoz 
eu0z UoWISATAPETIA 
au0z s1aquediep 
eu0Z t{ auocg 
9u0Z *NAWURAINGATId !SuYxLNaduvo 
au0z IT auocg 
au0z OT eu[zZ 
3u0Z au0g 
SSNOSVW LNAWAD au0Z 
UoWIBATAPST Id ) au0Zg 
saequedie5 euoZg 
tZT eu0z ou0Zg 
WABATIPSTId eu0z 
siaajuedie5 auoz 
21T eu0oz eu0z 
(p,3U0D) auoZ 
SNAWUAAIUGTIId ‘SYuadLNaduvd ?SNOSVWANOLS ‘SUSAVINOIUE 


KNOMPANOF ADH 


S31 joueg 
obutaa 


(uoT39Nn33SU0S peoIzTyTel pue fsee7e 4s87 Xemybru 
ut sbutptTing fsTeuun3 ¢s203em aTqebyaeu 3900 sebptiq epntouy 30uU saop) 
uoy3onaqsuoD Aemyxey, pue Aemuny 10dztw pue Aemy6tuH <*yYOM JO NOTLAINOSE: 
SCORE Ua LB UT ‘286T “LZ ASNBny pezep EFO7-ZSIM JequNN UOTS}TOeq sepesiedns 
uotqeoyTand jo 93eq taLvd Z90Z7-Z8IM *HAGWAN NOISIO’G 

eprmeqeas = *SAILNNOOD UTSUOCSSIM *SLVLS 


NOISIDaG Svadusuadns 





g 
° 
z 
5 
S 
£ 
i 
>. 
= 
& 
x 
6 
* 
ts 
3 
> 
; 


SeTQWUNOD POOM puw *SETTA ‘a0TIg 
*eBeqi10g ‘epyauo ‘ucy ezeM ‘uTOOUTT ‘apeTbue] ‘3sa10g ZT su0Z 
Aqunoa set6noq TT auoz 
Aqunod suyoey %0T auo0z 
SeyQuNoD eqseynem pue ‘uocZbuyysem ‘sexnezO ‘aayneMTTW 26 SUOoZ 
Ayunod eousz0Tg 2g su0Z 
seTquNOD yes pue ‘pueTYyoTY ‘aqqQeAezeT ‘neaune ‘uosiszzer 
*emol ‘uezp ‘ebpog ‘eueg ‘projmerzd ‘ertquntoD ‘suepy 2 eu0Z 
set QuNoD 
uouze, pue ‘neeTeeduelzy, ‘e01u0W ‘e@essO7D eT ‘uosyoRr +29 8U0Z 
AjunoDd eysouey :¢ suoz 
SSTRUNOD YIIOMTEM PUR “YOOY ‘useIH 3H SUdZ 
say qunop ofeqauutm pud ‘erzeysnem ‘eordnem ‘uebAoqays ‘ouemeys 
*etweBegno ‘03U000 ‘aeuTWOUaW ‘a3 3eNbieW ‘a jeUTIeW ‘SOMORZyURW 
‘eaunemey ‘8yeT UsdIH ‘SeT] ng puog ‘300q ‘JowNTeD ‘uMOIgG t¢€ sUOZ 
SeyQuNOD 
uznqysem pue ‘xzoTAey ‘zakmeg “xyoID “3s ‘ysNY ‘yTOd ‘aoretTg ‘uydag 
*azyeTD neg ‘uung ‘yI2eTD ‘emeddyzyd ‘oTezyzng ‘33e0uINg ‘uoIIeG 27 BUOZ 
SeTIUNOD uoIT pue ‘prTeyzAeg ‘puetTysy tT ou0Z 

SNIWUSAINGTTId !SugLNaduvo 


SeTIUNOD UosIezzJer pue eHpoqg zTT suo0zg 

BeyTQUNOD UoIT pue ‘seTbnog ‘prerzAeg ‘puetTysy %0T su0Z 

SetquNOD yNes pue eTquNTOD %6 suoZ 

S8TQUNOD eyseynem pue ‘uopbuyYysem ‘seynezO ‘saxyneMTIW tg BU0Z 

SSTQUNOD PueTYOTN pue ‘eMoL ‘QueInH ‘sueq 4 oU0Z 

SOTQZUNOD YIIOMTEM pue ‘auToeY “eysoUusy 9 sU0Z 

S8fTQuNOD uoUTeA pue ‘nedTeeduazy 

4ao1u0M ‘essoID ey ‘neeunge ‘uosyYSeL ‘prOzMBID ‘OTeJjng 2g BUoZ 

SezsQUNOD YOoy pue ‘aqQeAezeT ‘udseIH tH Bu0Z 

seTQUNOD OBeqeuutM pue ‘ezeysem ‘eoednem ‘uebAoqeys ‘ourmeys 

*ayueBeqyno ‘03U0D0 ‘aq qenbaew ‘az3aUuyIeW ‘OOMOZTUeW ‘seuNeMey 

faye] useI5 ‘oey ng puog ‘aousIOTA ‘100g ‘ZeuUMTeD ‘UMOIgG *%¢€ BUOZ 

Bet RUNOD poom pue ‘SeTTA ‘JoTAeL ‘a0tIg ‘abejzI0g ‘epyeug ‘seautwousp_ 

4uoyzeieW ‘uToouTT] ‘epeTbuey ‘ysei10qg ‘yIeTD ‘swepy iz seUoZ 

Sey QuUNOD uInqysem pue ‘Jekmes ‘KToOID *3S ‘yYSNY ‘yTOd 

*aorata ‘uydeg ‘azzetD neg ‘uung ‘emeddyyD ‘3 3euINg ‘uozIeg tT aUOZ 
?SNOSYWENOLS ‘!SUBAWINOING 


SNOILdIYOSIG INOZ 


UO;Sued pue aIezJTIeM ‘YRTeeH - yeam 308d 

99°z6$ ‘2e6u0T 30 skep o€ T1O1Aed uo sakoTdue zed yeem 39q °5 
UOTSUSd PUP BIeZTIM ‘YRTeOeH = yeem 398d 

0S*00T$ ‘ze6u0T 30 skep o¢ T10O1A4ed uo sakortdue rad yeem 39q °q 
UOTSUSd PUR |ILJTOM ‘YRTeAeH - Yaoe 39g 

$z°T6$ ‘aeBuoyt 30 skep o€ TToOIAed uo sakotduse sed yaam Jaq *e 

3 SaLONLOOd 


» e6eg Z90Z-Z8IM °ON NOISIOgG 


a1zOueq 


zZ dno1zp 
Tt dno1p 

t€ au0Z 
zZ dno1p 
Tt dno1p 

tZ auoz 
Zz dno3p 
Tt dnoip 

t{ auoz 

'SNSAING Won! 


dné619 
dno1p 
dno1p 
dnoip 
dnoip 
dneip 
dnoi9 
dné19 


*SUOVWUIdO. ENSHAINOSA wumod 


9 droip 
§ dno3p 
b dno3zp 
€ dno 
Z Gnoizp 
Tt dnoip 

£9 sU0Z 
L dhorp 
9 dno3p 
§ dno3p 
> dno 
€ dnozp 
z dno 
T dnorzp 

3G aUucZ 
9 dno15 
§ dnoip 
b dnoip 


(p,3U0D) tp suoZ 
(p,3u05) =¢suayogyT 


250Z-Z8IM 


“ON NOISISgG 





a 
& 
= 

° 

a 

~ 
nN 
= 

o 
2 
& 
3 
& 
Qa 
> 
oO 
= 
ts 
~ 
© 
N 
S 

a 
S 
s 
> 

~ 
‘ 
me 

: 


(pazezado puey ‘TeotTueyoeu) 
zojzezedo zadwey 10 103eI1qTA {(3RUeWeAed) AeTTTa pue azakmesg AuTOL 
£z@20qeq YyoI0, Guyuang uoTRTTOWSsG f120zRe298dO Mes UTeEYD z¢ dnoID 


JeTpueyH 938I0U0D f2eTpueY QuseweD ¢1zedwng yonazy, youeg 
¢{(zeduey ‘aeyjZoows ‘azsu0azy ‘seduwng) s19410M snoutTwNaTg tz dnoay 


7aIOgeT PSTTTIsSUN 

fzakeq yynpuoD faeTquessy 32eATND eReTdT3aTIOW f1edeospueT 

{JowwyIL, e282, szeTpueH euoys {(QUeWeARd) 3033eg [Te2e3g BUTDI03 

-ujTeY f2epTINg THeY PzeNH ¢ze10qeq Buryoe1mM pue uoT3;TOWeEG 
{(uew AQtTTt3an ‘zepeoyT ‘aeTeaoys) s19y4270M SNoUTWNATG *T dnoip 


€ pue ‘Z ‘T SaNOZ 
SNOILVOIAJISSWID SuaNogWT 


SeTJUNOD eysoUsy puke sUuTOeY %t¢ SsUO0Z 

SetqunoD PYse7nNeM pue ‘uojzburysem ‘saeynezO ‘seyneMTIW %Z eu0Z 

€ pue Z sauoz UT set QUNOD ssoYyR Adooxe a3e3S eITQUg tT eUOZ 
*SUSAIUG WONUL 


2383S JO Aepuseusoy 29 SuoZ 

SeT}UNOD BsyNeZO pue uoRBuTYyseM tg sUOoZ 

: Ajunop eueqg tp eu0z 

AqunoD eysousy t¢ su0Z 

AzunoD eutosey %Z su0z 

SdTIUNOD eyssyNeM Puke SexNeATIW *T suoZ 
*suauogvT 


Ayunop uebsoqeys ET auozg 

AqunoD eutoey *zZT euozg 

setzuNOD Obeqeuutm pue ‘eoednem ‘eszeysnem 

f‘ouemeyg ‘atuebegno ‘aq3enbrew ‘axyey useIDy ‘oeyl ng puog “21T suog 

setzuNoD eyseynem 

pue ‘uozburysem ‘eeaynezo ‘aayneMTIW ‘UOCSJazJeL zOT sUCZ 

_ Aqunod e33e0uTIeW «tg BUOZ 

SOTRUNOD SoMOZTUeH PUe JoWNTeD 2g sU0Z 

setquNOD yNeS pue ‘yoy ‘pueTYyoTY 

faqqezeAey ‘emor ‘ueeIy “Quein ‘abpog ‘aueg “‘erquntoa t4 eu0z 

setqunop setT6nog pue ‘33e0uUINg ‘preTyAeq ‘puetysy 79 seU0Z 

SeTRIUNOD poom pue ‘30TAeL ‘uouIeA ‘abezI10qg ‘a01Uu0W 

fessoiD 87 ‘neaung “‘uosyoer ‘przoymeip ‘yIeTD ‘swepy %*¢ seU0Z 

S@2TIUNOD YIIOMTeM PUue eysoUusy tH sUu0Z 

SdTIUNOD OFUODO pue ‘sauNeMay ‘’300q ‘UMOIgG *%E BUOZ 

set qunoD 

uanqysem pue ‘neateedwerz, ‘zeAmesg *xtoID *3S ‘yYSNY ‘eoTId “yTOd 

*adzetda ‘utded ‘aazetTD neg ‘uung ‘emaddrtyd ‘oTejzjng ‘uozzeq %Z au0Z 

SETIUNOD SETIA pue ‘eprTeuD ‘seuTWwoUeW 

*uoyzereW “uTOOUTT ‘epeTbue7] ‘uoal ‘4saz0qg ‘a0uszI0TZ 21 eU0Z 
*SUALNIVd 


(p,340D) SNOILdIYDSAG ANOZ 


9 e6eg Z90Z-Z8IM °ON NOISIOGG 


SOTIUNOD NeeTeoduazy, pue *xXTOID *3g 
*yTOd ‘a070Tg ‘utdag ‘aatetD neg ‘uung ‘emaddryd ‘oTezyjng tg suoZ 
setqunoD eysaynem pue ‘uoqButysem ‘uebAoqoysg ‘autoey ‘aaynezo ‘aa ynea {IW 
*oomozTUCW 4A} 30UTILW ‘voURMay ‘eBYsSOUdy ‘300g ‘JoWNTeD ‘uMOIg tH BUOZ 
SeTQUNOD poom pue ‘obeqouutM 
‘erapysnem ‘eoednem ‘yz20MTeM ‘UCUIeA ‘JOTAeL ‘ouemeys ‘yneg 
*yooy ‘pueTyoty ‘ebeq10gq ‘eatwebezng ‘epteug ‘03U090 “a0r1uOW ‘aeauTUOUDW 
*uoyqezew ‘agqenbaew ‘ujooury] ‘apeTbue ] ‘aq3eAejey] ‘assoip eT ‘neaung 
‘uoszezjyor ‘uosyoer ‘emoyl ‘aye UeeIDH ‘UuseIn ‘ASsaI0q ‘eT NG puog 
*‘gouer10Ta ‘ebpog ‘eueg ‘przojmeip ‘eTquntToD ‘yx7eTD ‘swepy ¢ sUu0Zg 
setzuNOD uszNnqysem pue ‘seTtA ‘rzeAmeg ‘ysny 
*a0tig ‘uozy ‘seTb6nog ‘330uIng ‘prTeTzAeq ‘uorzzeq ‘pueTysy %Z sU0Z 
Aqunop 4ueiy tT euog 
* SUTMMOMNOUT 


seTQUNOD eysea nem pue ‘uo{ZbuTYysem ‘aaynNezO ‘se_NeAMTIW 2ZT eUoZ 

Ajunod eutoey {fT euoz 

setquNOD uory pue ‘seTbnog ‘ptetzAeg ‘puetysy *OT eu0g 

setzunop uebAogeys puke oey ng puog 26 su0Zg 

SeTRUNOD yNeg pue ‘emor ‘abpog ‘saueg ‘erquntTod tg seuoZ 

S2TRUNOD YRZIOMTEM pue ‘x00y ‘aqQRZeAeZeT ‘UOSAezZEL ‘UexeIDn 24 sUOZg 

setTjunoD 

uouzeA pue ‘pueTyotY ‘e01Uu0W ‘assoID eT ‘QueID ‘pr1OzMeID 39 BUOZg 

Azunod eysousy %¢ auog 

S8TIUNOCD poomM pue 

*seTIA ‘ouemeys ‘abeq10g ‘epteuQ ‘seuTWOUSW ‘aQQeUTIeW ‘UuCY }e7eW 

‘ujToouTtT] ‘apeTbuey ‘neeune ‘3se10qg ‘eousr10Tg ‘swepy tp suog 

$219UNOD O32U0DO puke ‘SOMORTUEPW ‘deUNeMeyY ‘300g ‘UMOIgG %¢€ BUOZ 

setTzuNoD uanqysem pue ‘neeTesduezy, ‘sz0TAeL ‘29Ameg 

*xTOID °3S ‘ySNY ‘e0TIg “yTOd ‘PO1eTd ‘utded ‘uosyoer ‘aITeTD neg 

‘uung ‘y3eTD ‘emaeddtyp ’3390uINg ‘OTezjng ‘uozIeg tz BUOZ 

setT3unoD obeqouuTM pue ‘ezeysnem 

‘eoednem ‘atwebeqno ‘aqjenbaew ‘ayeT userp ‘qownTeDd iT su0g 
ISNVIOINLOATA 


Set JUNOD UCIT pue pueTYysy %pT seuocZg 
AquUNOD YFAIOMTEM FET |UuoZ 
Aqunod 4ue3ip 2ZT euo0g 
soTqUNOD YyOOy pue ‘’a_3eAejeT ‘PMOL ‘usaIH ‘aueq TT sUoZg 
seTqunoD eysoynem puke ‘uozbuTysem ‘ae7nezZO ‘aaxNeMTIW *%OT aUu0Z 
SetTQZUNOD YyNeS puke eTqUNTOD 26 sU0Zg 

SeTIUNOD UOCSIezzjer pue ebpog tg seu0Zg 
SeTzUNOD eysousy pue euToOeY 24 sU0Z 

SeTIUNOD UOUIeA pUe ‘neeTesdusez, ‘pueTYyoTY 

*agoi1uow ‘assorD ey ‘nesunre ‘uosyoer ‘przozme3zD ‘oTezygjng *9 SeuoZg 
set zunoD obeqauutm pue ‘ezeysnem ‘eoednem ‘uebAsoqeys ‘ouemeys 
‘atwebe3zng /03U000 ’a33eENbreW /az3eUTIeEW ‘OOMOZTURW ‘seuNeMey 
faye] usein ‘Oey nq puog ‘aouaz0Ta ‘300g ‘JowNTeD ‘uMOIgG %¢ BUOoZg 
SO9TIUNOD SsdJeTtd pue ‘utdag ‘ar7z~eTD neq tH suog 

SeTIUNOD poom pue ‘seTIA ‘JOTAeL ‘abejI10d ‘epzyeuQ ‘seutTWoUEW 
‘uoyzeszeW ‘uToouTT ‘apetbuey ‘3se10g ‘y12eTD ‘swepy *€ sUu0Z 
setqunoD 

XTOID *3g pue “y¥sNyY “yTOd ‘uung ‘emaddtyD ‘330UAING ‘UOIIeq tZ BUOZ 
setqunoD uanqysem pue ‘szeXkmeg ‘eoyag ‘setbnog ‘prerzhegq tT auoz 

?SNOSWW LINAWAD 


(P,240D) SNOIIdINDSaG ANOZ 


§ e6ea 7907-Z8IM ‘°ON NOISIOgG 





n 
® 
= 
a 
° 
Z 
— 
s 
- 
N 
ec 
_ 
® 
2 
& 
® 
Oo 
o 
Q 
> 
wo 
oc 
“ee 
he 
— 
x 
3 
a 
~ 
7+ 
oO 
> 
— 
bee 
a 
~ 
2 
Bo 
@ 
me 
Ss 
ee 
3 
Ses 


((t¥) (1) (e) 
$°S ‘uUdD 6Z) SAaSsNeTS 3Oe29QU0D SprepUeyS JOqeT 9YyQ UT papraAocad se 
ATuo prewe 19332 pappe oq Aew paysy{ suoyqzeoyZTsseTS ay jo adoos 
243 UTYZIM PapNTOUT WOU Y¥IOM JOJZ Paepesu sUOTIeSTJISSeTO paysttun 


sqrun za3sdund 30 spttong ‘setxe s1z0u 30 Z *z% dnoap 
yonay, ‘zedTeaH sOTUeYoaW = aTxe Z ‘SABATIG YyonaL +zT dnor5H 


SuYaATYd WonaL 


(seyout € 13A0) dung 
{zadteq eutTyorm Butttz3zq Aaejzoy 3oO uoyssnorzed f3eT{IO +g dno1ip 


(auTYyoum BUTTTIN) peez0g !3ueT@ Buyueez9g 3o AZaysNnID 7%zZ dnory 


JaRReH ARD yuey, 
fzaddtyp dunjg ¢(juewdtnbea Aaeay) rzeseaiy f103e18uUAaH ! (Aaeay) 
euTyqoen bBuyizog 3z0 Burltt3q ‘autyoewp qand f1zo0sseadwop aty :9 dnoi5y 


zouing TeQuowUOITAU_ fueUIaIT, 26 dnory 


(quewdtnba 3y6rT pue sz0jzoedwoD Buymo3) 10R9RIZ ¢ (RUeWdtNbe yy6zT) 
zozoe1y, !(buraeg wi0g) aepeazbqng ‘ (petTtTedoid-jjes pairy ofqew 
-neud) JeTTON {3eOTA TeoyueYyoeW fyouney] feupyoew Bbutysturg feufyo 
-ey buying ‘zepeeids azersu0D {(3yHTT) JeyeaIg azezDU0D zp dnoiyp 


eutTyoew Burzeptnoyg :¢ dnoz5 


(sSeT 30 suo §) 3eTTON 
T903Ss fdung oyaIDUOD {(*g"D TZ UeYy SSET) JSeXTW BJZeIDUOD ¢*7 dno1D 


JeySTUTT, eqn, suTYyoewm youery ! (a0cyyoreg “’1apeoTpug_ 
*zapeoy ‘rzsysng ‘318z0q ‘aadeidg) Jo,ORAL £(suoz ¢ 38AC) ASTTOYN 
Te03s !(petTtedozd-j{es) sextw Bburztriqeys f!3eaed wrozxdt{g ¢ (zseAeg 
snouywn3ig) peaidsg ‘Teaoys JeMoOg {Jepeaids-rsodeTd !3aATIG eTTd 
fautyoew Bburttt3ag Aieqzoy JO uoTSssnd1zeg fauTYyoeW BburTTtw ¢ (quew 
-dinba Ajnp Aaeay) JeaptemM Jo OyueYydew {4 (10AaAU0D) euTYyoeM BburpeoT 
szapein {(woog apts) zozeaeoxg ‘abpeig ‘aur{be1iq ¢yoysa3eq faueRID 
{IDACg-JaXTW 33aIDU0D {!(AawaYy) JayeaIg azaIDUOD f{AUeTa 393aI79DU0D 
TesaquaD {RuUeTd JO Jeaeg SNouTWNITG ¢zepezBqng OyQeWOINY +*T dnoIH 


SYOLVUIdO INSWdINOA AaMOd 


8 ebeg Z90Z-Z8IM °ON NOISIOgG 


9-22-01S% 3009 ONITIG 
[we o:8 ‘28-O1-ZI Palla BO0bE-ze 90q YA) 


(uewaqyny ‘zaxey) S1IaxI0M SNoUTUNITG +%9 dnoiD 
uewiepmod ‘Jaysetad %*¢ dnoay 


(quewesed pue yTeM ‘qind) 198eR3eSW 10g 
fza1z0qey youoy Buyuang uot zTToOuleg ¢303e21EedQ9 Meg UTeYyD +p dnory 


(pazeizsdo 

puey) Teotueyoow ‘sz03e10d09 Jodwey JO JOReIAQTA ‘JeTpUeH AUEeUIaD 10 
zedung yonay, youed ¢(pazerzedo puey) 3zojze198dQ9 Too, Atw *¢€ dno1y 
ABWUTIL, se2Z *Z dnoiy 

zslOgeT peTTrysun ‘uew 

330 SxTI3S f{ASeTpueH SUC IS {(3uewaaed) 3103385 Te80e34g BuToIOZUTEY 

{zeTquessy 2390ATND eReTdT3z1INW fzedeospuey {(juowenaed) aaeTIta pue 

weg 3uTor f1epTING Trew pzenH ‘3ze10qey buyyoe1m pue uoTzTTOWsEC 
tzahey YINpuoD fseTpueW a3e70U0D {4 (UeW AITTIIN ‘repeoy ‘aseTascys 
‘zyadwey ‘zey3oows ‘zeuozr ‘aedung) Ss139y10M SnouyWwNyTg %T dnoip 


S JINOZ 


(uewegny ‘zeyeYy) 3JexI0M SNOUTUNITG +*9 dnorD 
JeqAselG ‘uewIepmMog tg dnorp 


zazogey yo10,, Butuang uoyT3ZTTOWSEG 
f203e190d9 meg UreYyD ¢(ueWegNT ‘zexyeYy) 39xI0M SNOUTWNATG pH dnoI9 


(Quewased pue yTeM ‘qind) 103389 wWiog fazeTpueH QueweD fdwnq yonzy 
yo3eq #303eI39dQ9 zedwey JO JOZVIGTA $103eIed9 TOOL aTw :¢€ dno1p 


ADWUTIL, sez %Z dnoay 
JSIOGET peTTrysun !rz9he7 
3INpuod fseTQuUeSSsY 3ISBATND SzeTATIIOW fszedeospuey] fzeTpueH |su0jS 
{(quaweraed) 123305 [903g BuToJOJUTEY ‘JaepTIAG Trey pzeNny {1e20Geq 
BuyyOeImM pue UOTRZTTOWSd fIJeTpURH OReIDU0D {(QUeWened) JeTTTa 
JO 39MeS AUTOL fueW 330 FHTIAIAS {4 (uUPW AITITIN ‘Aepeoy ‘reTeAoyS 
*‘zadwey ‘zeyjoousg ‘zeu03_ ‘Jedwnqg) s19y70M SnouTUNZT@ z{T dnoiyH 


9 pue » SANOZ 


3ayselq ‘uew3epMog 7g dno15 
(uewsegny pue zeyey) 38930M snoUuTWNyITG +t dnoIp 
(queweaed pue yTeM ’qind) 383}3eg wI0g 39 mein 
ueW 330 PxXTIIS *¢ dnoip 
(pezezedo puey) 1z03ze2edp TOOL ATW +p dnoiy 
(p,2U0D) € pue “Z “T SANOZ - SNOIIVOIAISSVID SUaTNORVI 


i obeg Z90Z-Z8IM “ON NOISIOaG 











Friday 
‘ December 17, 1982 


r 


st 


4 


1 
I 
~, 


ail 


Part Ill 
Office of 
Management 
and Budget 


Cumulative Report on Rescissions and 
Deferrals 


_ouem_________.m 
ES Se eS 
EDR? SERRE ET Be 
EOLA LADLE RTE EN 
— oe 
aor = 
— a 
— 
— 
== 
= 
= 
i 
EEE Te ST 
_ SCENE Ho ES 
mmr ree et 
Sete oe 
a 


i il 





) 


i 


“I 


fi 





56612 Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 243 / Friday, December 17, 1982 / Notices 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


Cumulative Report on Rescissions and 
Deferrals 


December 1, 1982. 

This report is submitted in fulfillment 
of the requirements of Section 1014(e) of 
the Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
(Public Law 93-344). Section 1014(e) 
provides for a monthly report listing all 
budget authority for this fiscal year with 
respect to which, as of the first day of 
the month, a special message has been 
transmitted to the Congress. 

This report gives the status as of 
December 1. 1982 of 20 deferrals 
contained in the first special message of 
FY 1983 transmitted to the Congress on 
October 1, 1982. 


Deferrals (Attachment) 


As of December 1, 1982, $584.3 million 
in 1983 budget authority was being 
deferred from obligation and another 
$7.9 million in 1983 obligations was 
being deferred from expenditure. The 
Attachment shows the history and 
status of each deferral reported during 
FY 1983. 


Information From Special Message 


The special message containing 
information on the deferrals covered by 
the cumulative report is printed in the 
Federal Register of: 

Thursday, October 7, 1982 (Part V, 

Vol. 47, No. 195) 
David A. Stockman, 
Director. 


BILLING CODE 3110-01-M 
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STATUS OF 1983 DEFERRALS 
Amount 


(In millions 
of dollars) * 


Deferrals proposed by the President...csesseccsccccscsesesed 598.8 
Roatine Executive releases through December 1, 1982...... -6.5 


Overturned by the CONGTESS. cocccvccccsccesccecessesececes 0 


Currently before the CONGTESS . ccccccccccccscccscccsccsccsseed> 592.2 a 


* Totals do not add due to rounding. 


@ This amount includes $7.9 million in outlays for a Department of 
the Treasury deferral (D83-16). 


ATTACHMENT 6 - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL YEAR (963 AS OF 12/01/62 15:46 


AMOUNT AMOUNT CUMUL CONGRES- CUMUL 

TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF TIVE OMB SIONALLY TIVE 
ORIGINAL MESSAGE /AGENCY REQUERED ADWUST~- 
CHANGE MO DA YR RELEASES RELEASES MENTS 


FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
International Development Assistance 
Functtonal development assistance progran 
Ba 063- 1 


FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 


Timber salvage sales 


Expenses, brush disposal 
BA 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
International Trade Administration 


Participation in U.S. expositions 
BA 083- 4 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 


Promote and develop fishery products and research 
BA 083- §& 30,619 
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ATTACHMENT B ~- STATUS OF DEFERRALS ~- FISCAL YEAR 1983 


MOUNT 
TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED OATE OF 
DEFERRAL ORIGINAL SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE 
MO DA 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-MILITARY 
Military Construction 


Military construction, all services 
BA D83- 6 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-MILITARY 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
Wildlife Conservation, Military Reservations 


Wildlife conservation 
BA 083- 7 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Energy Programs 
Fossil energy R&D 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse & Mental Health Administration 


Construction & renovation, St. Elizabeths Hospital 
BA 083- 9 9,714 


Office of Assistant Secretary for Health 
Special foreign currency program 
083- 10 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
National Park Service 


Land and water conservation fund 
BA 083- 11 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
TOTAL BA 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Other 


Emergency refugee and migration assistance fund 
083- 12 


CONGRES- 
SIONALLY 
REQUIRED 
RELEASES 


AS OF 12/01/82 15:46 


CUMULA- 

TIVE DEFERRED 
ADJUST- AS OF 
MENTS 12-1-82 


37,692 
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ATTACHMENT 6 - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL YEAR 1983 AS OF 12/01/82 15:46 


CUMULA- 


AMOUNT 
TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF TIVE OMB TIVE OEFERRED 
ORIGINAL MESSAGE / AGENCY REQUIRED ADJUST~- AS OF 
CHANGE 


AGENCY /BUREAU/ ACCOUNT M0 DA YR RELEASES RELEASES MENTS 12-1-82 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Civt! supersonic aircraft development termination 
BA 083- 13 46 


Facilities & equip. (Airport & airway trust a 
BA 063- 14 68,465 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Office of Revenue Sharing 
State and local government fiscal assistance fund 
BA 0B3- 15 106,474 
o 083- 16 7,909 
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center 


Construct ton 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
TOTAL BA 
TOTAL O 

OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 


Otstrict of Columbia 


Loans to 0C for capital investment 
BA 0863- 18 


Pennsy!vania Avenue Development Corporation 


Land acquisition and development fund 
Ba 063- 19 


Rattroad Retirement Board 


Milwaukee railroad restructuring, administration 
8 063- 20 240 


OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
TOTAL BA 


TOTAL BA 
TOTAL O 


END OF REPORT 


{FR Doc. 62-34289 Filed 12-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3110-01-C 








Reader Aids 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


PUBLICATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations 
CFR Unit 202-523-3419 
523-3517 
523-5227 
523-4534 


523-3419 


General information, index, and finding aids 
Incorporation by reference 
Printing schedules and pricing information 


Federal Register 

Corrections 

Daily Issue Unit 

General information, index, and finding aids 
Privacy Act 

Public Inspection Desk 


Scheduling of documents 


Laws 


Indexes 
Law numbers and dates 


Slip law orders (GPO) 


Presidential Documents 

Executive orders and proclamations 

Public Papers of the President 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 


United States Government Manual 


SERVICES 
Agency services 523-5237 
Automation 523-3408 
Library 523-4986 
Magnetic tapes of FR issues and CFR 275-2867 
volumes (GPO) 
Public Inspection Desk 
Special Projects 
Subscription orders (GPO) 
Subscription problems (GPO) 
TTY for the deaf 


523-5237 
523-5237 
523-5227 
523-5237 
523-5215 


523-3187 


523-5282 
523-5282 
523-5266 
275-3030 


523-5233 
523-5235 
523-5235 


523-5230 


523-5215 
523-4534 
783-3238 
275-3054 
523-5229 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, DECEMBER 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 243 


Wednesday, December 17, 1982 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING DECEMBER 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a list of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 


3 CFR 
Administrative Orders: 


Memorandums: 
November 29, 1982. 
Executive Orders: 
10621 (Amended by 


54281, 55379, 56312 
54421, 55469, 56473 
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54287, 54288 
54289-54291, 54760, 
54761, 55657, 55658 
54291, 54762, 54763 

55389, 55659 


54454, 56513 


... 54454, 54456, 56513 


54296, 54791, 54803, 
55477, 56330, 56490 
54065, 55215 


Proposed Rules: 
54093, 55247, 55696, 
55697, 56367 


55492, 55954-55961, 
56369 


54718 
--- 54718 
ae 54718 
«+. 54718 
-»- 54311 

54718 


54071 
54071 
.- 54071 
-»- 94071 
«ee 54071 
eee 94071 
+. 84071 
54071 


54105 
ewes 54105 
eee 54105 

54105 


54930-54932, 55391, 
55917 


54435 
--- 55482 


56495 
56495 


54072, 54312, 54808, 
54933-54936, 55393, 55678, 
55919, 56497 

54073, 54258, 54259 
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5 54476, 54984, 
55500, 55964, 55965, 56516, 
56518 
55966, 56118 


73 54444, 54446, 55242 
55243, 55681-55683, 55924, 
56355, 56356 


54081, 55686 


54817, 54824 
54817, 54824 
54817, 54824 
54817, 54824 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 
The following agencies have agreed to publish all This is a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be 


documents on two assigned days of the week 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) published the next work day following the 
(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). Documents normally scheduled for publication holiday. 











__ Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday 


DOT/SECRETARY USDA/ASCS DOT/SECRETARY _ USDA/ASCS 
__DOT/COAST GUARD _USDA/FNS DOT/COAST GUARD _USDA/FNS 
__DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA 

s USDA/SCS ans DOT/FHWA __USDA/SCS 

DOT/FRA MSPB/OPM ; o DOT/FRA MSPB/OPM 

DOT/MA LABOR DOT/MA LABOR 

DOT/NHTSA HHS/FDA DOT/NHTSA HHS/FDA 
__DOT/RSPA DOT/RSPA 

DOT/SLSDC DOT/SLSDC 


_DOT/UMTA DOT/UMTA 








List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become law were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion in today’s List of Public 
Laws. 


Last Listing October 28, 1982 








